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. Hiftoire dela Medicine, ou lon-voit | "Origine ©: le progres de cet 


Art de fiecle en fiecle , &c. i. e. The Hiftory of Phyfick ; 


containing the Origin and Progrefg of that Art from Age to . - 
Age ; the Sefts that were form’d in it, the-Phyficians Names, . 


their Difcoveries, Opinions, and the moft remarkable Cir- 


cumftances of their Lives. - Illuftrated with Copper Plates,» 
engraven from antient Medals. Printed at er ee 1701, - 
I. Pages 236. 


Ini our loft we gave an Account of the ift Book of the 1ff Part; . 
& 


Part \, Pages 274. Part Il. Pages 248. Part 


and now, according to. Promife, 





the Trojan to the Peloponnefian’ 
ii 


«edi cover din shiek Darknefs till the 


‘his Sons till the'time of Hippocrates “but roves on the Goutraty, 
that during that interval there were fome that laid the Founda!\vus 
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ive an Account of the . 


r~9 His fecond Book contains the: Hiftory of Phyfick, ftom 
: ~ : rept carry “That Pbylck fo 
28th to the 36 20.0 s, That Phyfick lay .. 
(WB ebver kn the War of Pelopenincling 
that'Hippocrates brought it to Light. .M. le-Clere doth notealto- - 
agate that there was an Interregaum ftom Efty/spira and | 
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of rational Phyfick, by diffecting Animals, and fearching into 
the-Caufes of Difeafes, in another Method than had - been for. 
merly prattisd> “It is*to Pyrbagoras, Alcmaon, Democritus, and 
other Philofophers,.of whom our Author fpeaks, that we are 
 oblig’d for this. | 

fEfculapius’s Sons, whom he calls Afclepiades, preferved the 
Art of Phyfick-in their Families’ without any. interruption; but 
asthey fatisfied themfelves with the Praxis, and applied them- 
felves roe to the cure of Wounds, without reafoning either 
on the Caufe of the Diftemper, or the Operation of the Reme- 
dies, they wrote nothing of Phyfick, but contented themfelves 
to tranfmit that Prattice ‘from Father to Son.by Tradition, 
which gave ground to believe that Phyfick was neglected all that 
time. day 

When the Philofophers began to meddle with Phyfick, they 
introduc’d Reafoning, and added Phy/iology, which treats of hu- 
man Bodies, in their natural State,and enquires into the Reafons of 
the Funétions of the Body, by examining its Parts, and all that 
relates to it, by Anatomy and the Principles of Natural Philofo- 
phy. Pythagoras, who liv’d about the LX Olimpiad, was the 
-firft that join’d Phyfick to Natural Philofophy.. Not that he 
and his Ralfowers were Practitioners, for they applied themfelves 
to nothing but the Theory of Phyfick, except it was Empedocles , 
at leaft, we do not read of any Cures they perform’d. 
. Pythagoras was very fingular in his Opinion, concerning the 
manner of the formation of Animals, he thought that certain 
Parts of their: Bodies were conitain’d in that which the Male con- 
tributes. to Generation, others in that which :the Female contri- 
butes ; and that thefe Parts naturally endeavouring to rejoin 
. themfelves,. caufes the: two, Sexes to have.a.defire of Union, | He 
believ’d that the, Farts had the ufe of xefpiration inthe Mo- 
thers Womb, and look’d upon the Seeds of Plants.as their Eggs, 
which fall when Awe are me be ides ' | * : 

Democritus, that. perpetual Laugher,;; éught: wigs + to” 
numbred amongft.the Philofophers that-were,Phyfigians. | Hippo- 
crates, who was -fent to cure him of -his- pretendeth: Folly, found 


” « 












him employ’d in difle@ing Animals,’ and own’d that he was far 
from w the was faid to be. ‘This Philofopher had, a’ very, fin- 
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M. /e Clere concludes this 2d Book with an Obdfervation, That 
altho’ every ane almoft feems to be fabulous or uncertain in 


this firft Age of Phyfick, which reaches to the time of Hippo- 
crates, yet we may fee that thefé ancient Phyficians knew almoft 
every thing that was of any ufein this Art, or, at leaft, that 
that paffes for fuch at this Day in Ewrope, if it be true, as we 
can icarce doubt of it, that the Invention of Remedies is of 
much more value, than all the Arguments that we candraw from 
Difeafes. Thefe ancient Phyficians knew the ufe of Bleeding 
and Purging, Milk and Whey, Baths and Exercifeé. They knew 
the ufe of Poppy and Opium, that great and univerfal mollifier, 
Befides, it is likely they were poflefS’d of féveral Specific Re- 
medies, and perhaps of more than we. It’s true, that M. /e Clerc 
hath not difcoverd the Tracks of Chimiftry in thefe ancient 
Times, as others have done, at leaft as far as they relate to Phy- 
fick ; for as to Alchimy, which is the Art of tranimuting Meta 

as the love of Riches is as ancient as the World, there is ground 
to believe, that from the beginning, Men fearch’d after all the 


ways of acquiring them. 


Ill. The Third Book explains how far Hippocrates had ad- 
vane’d Phyfick, in the time of the War of Pe/oponefus, and du- 
ring the greateft part of the 36th Age. And here our Author 
{peaks of fome of his Contemporary Phyficians. 

After Phyfick and Philofophy were perfetted by the Know- 
ledge that Men acquir’d during the fpace of about 110 Y 
which. pafled between the time of Pythagoras and that of. the 
War of Pelopenefias, there was a. neceflity of parting thofe.two 
Profeffions, feeing fone of ’em was enough to take. up.a Man’s 
‘time. Hippocrates: was the firft that’ undertook to divide them. 
“He: was of the Family of the A/clepiades, but did not keep to 
that fort of Phyfick, which was hereditary to his Family, he had 
learn’d very far in Philofophy ; but not thinking chat the Spe- 
“cularions.of thé one were {0 a3 a as the Pragtice 






-of the other, he 'retain’d: no more, dR than was necell 
-i¢o tech him‘to reafon-in Phy cl jtehighy he. sade: his chief. or 
gather his) + Ptadywo i i) ads jo sie amriqdigiit have! gan 
‘Honour to'ldok. upon him as the firlt chat se-eftablith’d it afte 
a Hglldhu them. Atom sha, Empisioks, 
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have unanimoufly acknowledg’d him for their Leader, and the 

Man that firft join’d Reafon to Experience, in the Pra&tice of Phy- 

fick, We have likewife a moft exa& Plan of all his Do&tine, 

as it relates to Philofophy and Anatomy, to the Caufes of Health - 
and Sicknefs, to the Crifes or remarkable Changes that happen 

in it, as to their different. Symptoms and Kinds, the means. - 
of preferving the Health, and_ his ane or manner of cu- 
ring Difeafes. This Planis fo exattand fo neatly explained, 

that we may in a few Hours inftru& our felves in all the Do- 

Gtrine of Hippocrates, perhaps better than by reading large Vo- 

lumes. We cannot give an Extraé&t of all this, but muft content 

our felves with fome particular Remarks, 

It’s difficult. enough to difcover what was the Sentiment of 
this Prince of Phyficians on many Subje€ts, becaufe fome of his - 
Works are loft, and others are attributed to him, that are either 
fufpefted or bmg counterfeit. It’s probable he did not neg- 
le&t the diffe€tion of Animals, to perfett himfelf in the Know- 
ledge of Anatomy, yet he fell into great miftakes on that Sub- 
jet. In his time they usd the general name of Vein todenote all 
the Veffels that contain’d the Blood, and'the name of Artery pro-- 

rly denoted .the ~ s Arteria, or Pipe of the Lungs. . They 

ikewife called the Uverer's Veins, and fo it feems they did» the 
Nerves. He believ’d: that when we drink the greateit part of 
the Liquor falls into the Belly, the Gullet being as a Tunnel,. 
which. receives what we fwallow, be it liquid or folid, but that 
the Wind-pipe draws a {mall part of the liquid, which infinuates 
it felf by its flit, the Epig/ottis, which is the Flap of the Wind- 

ipe, hindring the one quantities falling into it. If it fhould 
be inquir’d whence it comes, that when we drink too much, the 
Water entring into that Chink of the Wind-pipe, caufeés a violent 
Cough. He anfwer’d, That it is becaufe this Water being in.too 
great a tity, fes it felf dire€tly to the return. of the 






Air, — —— om ae Lungs + whereas oe that rt : 
ters the flit gently runni ‘the partition. of the Afpéra Ar- . 
teria, is fo er fom hinder na ihe Mae nounting up, that it fa~ 


ans and Philofop were of this Opinion before:and fince td 


pocrates. He believ’d that the rational’ Soul had ‘its Seat <in 








‘feft_ Ventricle of the Heart, urifh’d with pu 
and luminous Matter, which- from the..Bidod, fo 
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‘as the natural Nourifhment which comes from the Inteftines and 
the Belly, and diftributes it felf into all Pafts, 7 

~ Aslong as Men could contradi& Dr. Harvy in his Difcovery of 
the Circulation of the Blood, there were to be found Phyficians 
that contradifted him ; but when they could not contradi&t him 
any farther, they maintain’d that eat taught this Do- 
Gtrine. M. /e Clerc, who chiefly applies himfelf to fet down all 
the Opinions of that ancient Phyfician, which have any relation 
to modern Difcoveries, affirms that Hip ocrates acknowledg’d 
a fort of Circulation of the. Blood and Humours: But at the 
fame time he fays, that this Circulation was very different from 
that which is taught at prefent. He see that this Circula- 
tion, or Flux and Reflux was perform’d by the fame Vefléls, 
which equally carried it backward and forward, from the Cen- 
tre to the Circumference, and from the Circumference to the 
Centre, And as for that that did not go by thofe known Vef- 
fels, it pafSd, fays our Author, by infenfible Canals and Ways 
that we cannot difcover, but which are always open as long as 
the Creature is alive. The attradfion that he made ule of on a 
thoufand occafions, and the Faculties that were the Servants of 
Nature, were of great help to rid him from many Incumbrances 
and Difficulties. He thought that the Motion of the Blood and 
Humours was regulated ordinarily according to neceflity, and as 
the attra€tion determined it. We fhall give one Inftance, by 
which we may dudes of the clearnefS of Hippocrates’s Idea 
concerning the Circulation of the Blood. ‘There are, fays he, 
two other Veins, between the Temples and the Ears, which prefs 
the..Eyes and beat continually: Ihefe are the only Veins in the 
whole Body that contain no Blood, for the Blood. turns always from 
them: For that that is turn’d away, and that which retéras, have 
contrary Motions ; fo that. the former basi from thefe Veins, 
and that that comes from above, ftriving to defcend, they do not 
agree, but. pulbing one another are confounded, and circulate one 
with another, which occafions the pulfation or —— the Veins. 
A Phyfician that fhould reafon thus at this time of Day, would 








be a laughing ftock to the Pablick: Yet, if fome of the Idolizers 
of Antiquity may be believ’d, Hippocrates taught the Circulation 
of the Blood. .s | | 

He knew the Nerves indeed, but ir feems he was ignorant of © 
their ufe, becanfe there is a place wherein he affigns to each 
Vein its particular Office. Neither did he diftinguifh them 
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hers of his’ 


Nerves have’ 


from the Tendons or Ligaments. He and ‘the: i 
at 
. when " 3 oe 


time feem not fo much 4s to have thought. th 
any part in’ fenfation, as: M.'7e Clerc “fhews 
what. Hippocrates taught - concerming the: “Or 
feems that ‘he attributed the conc : 
to nothing, but the heat of that part; cobich' a ae 18. ‘all ner=" 
vous, and joins the Liver on the left’ Side ftom whence that 
Heat comes, He likewife afligns to this latter art the Hh i 
Separating the Choler ; which; 1s '‘done;' according “to “him; b 
help of the Veins of this Batrail, that aceradts what ' is‘C Chale : 
or p oper to create Cholerin’ the “Food: 

ippocrates- believd’ ‘that’ Infants “both ‘in ‘the’ th Month 
might live to the moft advane’d’ Age, but that it wasnot fo with: 


them that were born in the 8th Month. Our Author gives us 
the Reafons that he alledges for it, ‘which aie’ Very’ ingenious,” bat 
too long fo be‘inferted*here: §- ©! 


As to'the Caufe of Difeates; he baliev'"d that’ the “Ait ‘was the! 
moft general’ Caufes’"He attribured Epidermical Difeifes +0. the 
Air, zai endeavours to prove that they don’t ptoceed* from: the 
Food. He: chicfly applied himfelf to obférve even the “leaft: 
Symptoms of Diféafes, and it feems that ‘he gage tobe the 
firft, that! taught the’: ‘Methéd of feb Be ‘a fic Or Reb ohe 
hand’ what. thould béfal: aa - Prondftick of 


the Diftemper.° It is chiefly ri that ta eh y admired? him 


















for. And we may indeed. ‘fy that this was his’Taleént: ° And Cé/- 
fus obférves that the Phyficians that fourifh’d' after. Rye ite 
altho’ they innovated feveral things. as to the: man 


Difeafes, yet ‘as for Symptoms ome He kept to what? at ee 
wrote. He fets down iévéral Obferyations’on Sympt ons grote 
‘out hiss Works) ‘but they ‘are particularly’ eollested: inh 

of Aphorifms, and ‘in three others: that treat.only of this Witt 
Our-Author hath\a a curious Abridgment Of thi Doerine of Symp: 


toms. He commends Hippocrates extreamly becaufe he ‘was hot 
fuperftitious, altho” the other Phyficians that lived -before*hitn, - 
and thofe that~ were’ 2 Contemporary with hin fae: 
that way. a SI OT ac 


M. de Clerc gives: ‘us an Alphabetical : Lift of all ‘thot’? forts io 
Difeafes , that Hippocrates knew, nam‘d or defcrib’d = iC 
which he {peaks of his Method of pteferving Health, “am 
the Remedies that he us’d againft Difeafeés. de ‘was tho 
he advis'd People to make themfelves dru 
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becaufe fome Hey 22 did not well underftand the Greek word 
pudvaSiver, which fignifies fimply, to drink pure Wine, 10° drin*® 
much, or. to drink ones felf into a good Humour, without making 
our felves drunk. We would think ftrange of ‘certain Drin' s, that 
he prefcribes, if we did not know, that the way of livifig “in 
his time was infinitely different from ours now adays. —He.or- 
ders, for Example, in a certain place, zo boil Barley-Meal, with 
Leeks and Goats Fat, to give to Women that are brought to Bed 
and have Pains in theif Belly. 

Hippocrates usd Bleeding on feveral Occafions, but he. neither 
bled Infants, old Men, nor Women with Child: He. relied 
chiefly for the cure of Difeafes on the bel/p of Nature and on 
the Regimen, which was his darling Remedy. He pretended that 
if they took cate to treat fick Perfons, according to his Rules, 
that the moft to be done befides was to let ’em.have Reif. 
This, Maxim acquir’d ‘Hippocrates much Honout, altho” perhaps 
if he had liy’d.'in our days it would have expos him to the 
Contempt -of~ moft fick. Perfons, who. reckon a Phyfician does 
not underftand his Art, if he does not drain an Apothecaries Shop 
to procure them Medicines: Hippocrates likewife made ufé of 
Blifter-Plaifters, fometimes he contented himfélf with attra&tion 
alone, and fometimes he {carrified: . The compound Medicaments 
that he us’d were very few, and made of few Simples, two or. 
three ordinarily, or five on exttaotdinary Occafions, but feldom 
more. He prepar’d ’em himfelf, or caus’d ’em to be. prepar’d in 
his Houfe, by Servants.appointed for that End. He was like. 
eve a Chirugion; Phyfician, Apothecary and Chirugion, no 
being then’ three~ diftinét Proféflions , tgery had no par- 
ticular ‘name. Cauterizing was fo at to Hippocrates, 
that there was almoft no Chronical, Diftemper, where 4p 
‘ mot ufe it. They made:then fo little difficr 












burn fome part of their Body, that they did it whe er they we 
fick or not ; as it is faid,. Germany the 
: y Blift 
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Alum; Verdegreefe, Flowets of BrafS, burnt Copper, Lea | 
dium, ‘Chalets, Ec. M. ie Cire concludes this pd Book Sao 
feveral Obfetvations on, the Writings and Life of Hippocrare s, On 
the Reputation he atquir’d, and on certain things of, 

was acccusd. ie a ay 


i 


IV. The 1ft Book contains. what pafs'd fromthe Death of Hip- 
ocrates, till the Time of Chrifippus exclufively; or ftom the end 
of the 36th until the beginning of the 37th Age inclufively, We 
have fcarce any new: thing during all that time, becaufe the term 
is very fhort... He obferves only thatthe Philofophers that liy’d 
then, the chict,of which were Plato and Ariftot/e, imitated their 
Predeceflors. They carried the Anatomical Difcoveries a. little 
farther, particularly Arzftor/e. Nor can we find that the Foun. 
dation laid by Hippocrates and his Predeceflors, in fo far as-it 
related to Pta€tice, did vary much during that time. _. | 
. —M.7e Clerk doth not. much efteem the Anatomy of Ariftozle, 
and believes that he made bad enough ule, of the 800 Talents 
and other Helps that A/exander furnifh’d him, to make Dif- 
_coveries on this Subjett. What Opinion can we have of that. 
Philofophers exa€tnefs,. when we find him. maintaining that all 
Animals have a flexible Neck, compos’d of Joints, except Wolfs 
and Lions, which have this Part compos’d, of one Bone, ar:d,he 
affures us that the Lions Bones have no Matrow. We may con- 
<4“ falt Borricbius for the other Errors! of Arifforle in 


Hermet. Feyptio- the Anatomy of a Lion, Eagle and_ Crocodile, 
jaicoria Thole that publith’d the Diffettion of a Lion. at 

















| ~fhew that Philofophers: miftake in the naan 
of that Animal,’ but’ they. ill ‘underftood one Paflage of Ariftorle; 


7* 





where they make him {peak what he hever thought of, as M. 


le Clerc proves in histirft Part, pag. $8. 
As for what remains, it’s enough to obferve, that Ariftorie dit 


























yet. Anatomize human Bodies, altho” Riofan fays the conttaty out 
of his fondnefS for the Ancients. P/ato. applied Phy- 
fick, as well as. -Arifforle his Difeple, Mi, le Ci ns. his 
Sentiments concerning that Art. He fpeaks, thi 
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that caufe’ Difeafes. He makes mention of a third fharpnefs, 
which is. that of the black Choler ; this he fays of bitter be- 
comes’ fharp, when the bitternef§ that was natural to it is dimi- 
nifh’d: and fubtilized to a certain degree. He fays that fharp- 
nefs is the caufe of the boiling of the “tg rs of the fermentati- 
ons which happen when thick and earthy Humours, come to be 
in motion and fwell. Let the Chimifts fee if they can find 
haste their Doéttrines of Acids and Alkali’s. 

Praxagoras, the third celebrated Phyfician after Hippocrates 
and Dyocles, was the firft that diftinguifh’d the Veins trom the 
Arteries, properly fo called. | 

The 2d Part of M. /e Clerc’s Hiftory of Phyfick, thews us this 
Art in quite another fhape than the former. _Here we find Phyfi- 
cians, the chief of whom was Chry/ippus, who by force of Rea- 
fon or-Philofophy, condemned Bleeding and Purging, two 
Remedies. that the Experience of all former Ages had confirm’d. 
Here we find in the fecond place a great progrefs in Anatomy 
by Herophilus and Erafiftetus, who had many Followers, and 
abandon’d. the Praftice of the Ancients. __ | 

Then comes the Empyricks, who being fatigu’d by the many 
Reafons of others, affected to follow nothing but Experience, 
without giving a Reafon for any thing, or enquiring in any man- 
net into ‘the Caufes of Difeafes or the _ of Remedies. 
‘Things: having, remain’d for fome time in this. Condition, of | 
clepiades appear’d on the Stage, and again introduc’d Philofophy 
into Phyfick : But fuch Philofophy as had never before been made 
ule of for this purpof. It was that of Democritus or.Epicurus, 
by which A/clepiades overturn’d all the Principles of Hippocrates, 
‘atthe fame time that he combated the, Empysicks. Then, the 
‘Patients heard talk of nothing but of Atoms and Pores, little 
‘Bodies of different Magnitudes and of Pa up or open’d. 
-But this was not the Method of Phy the whole 
World. Themifom Afe Scholar, 
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had many Profeffors, becaufe it was eafie to be acquir’d. .M,-/e 
Clerc endeavours to explain this Methodical Syftem and Praétice, 
becaufe it is a thing little known in the Schools. The Methodi- 
cal Se&t produced feveral others : The Hiftory of which our Au- 
thor gives us at the end of this 2d Part. | 


The General Plan of it, is as follows. 


I. The firft Book of this Second Part contains what happened 
during the Remainder of the 37th, till the beginning of the 38th 
Age, and particularly the Innovations of Chryfippus and his Fol- 
lowers, the ProgrefS of Anatomy under Evrefffratus and Hero. 
phiius and the Divifion of Phyfic into Three Profeflions. Hero- 
philus rendred himfelf famous chiefly by Anatomy. M. Dacier 
{peaking of him in the Preface to his French Tranflation of the 
Works of Hippocrates, calls him,as Tertu/ian did before him, the 
famous Phyfician, or rather Executioner, that hath difle&ted 700 
living Mento dive into Nature, and to the end that he might know 
Men, butchered them. Tis true,he adds,that that which might caufe 
us to call in queftion this Teftimony of Tertullian and of Celfus, 
who fays the fame thing, * was the great Refpett the Greeks had 
for the Dead, and the Regard that they lad for condemned Cri- 
minals, whom they looked upon as confécrated Vittims: They 
thought *twas not lawful to keep them in Irons, but unbound 
them affloon as their Sentence was pronounced. To folve this 
Difficulty, M. Dacier obferves, That Heropbilus was of Chalcedonia 
a Town of Byihinia, which, altho’ founded by the Megarians, 
was infe€ted with the Manners of their Barbarian Neighbours, 
that befides he prattifed Phyfick in the Time of Pha/aris, the moft 
cruel of Tyrants, and that.there is great likelihood that they did 
not follow the Greek Cuftoms. M. Dacier had better have folv’d 
this Difficulty,the fame way withthe Author of the drt of Think- 
ing, who asks Plutarch this Queftion, Wherefore the Colts that have 
deen hunted by Wolves are fwifter than others’? |. Perbaps.*tis tot 
true.) 1 fay, that the Author of the Avt of Thinking makes Pia- 
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tarch anfwer thus ; altho’ I underftand by M.Bay/e +, That he hav- m 
ing read over and over the Original of the 8th Chapter of the 2d 
Book of Igble Difcourfes, wherein this Queftioh is examined he 
‘cannot find this Anfwer. However it be, we may anfwer in the 
fame Manner to this Queftion, How Herophilus could aiffed fo 
many lyving Men ? That [ perbaps tis not true.| At leatt M./e 
Clerc fufpetts, that Herophilus and Era/fiftratus, being the firft that 
diffefted humane Bodies, the Novelty of their Enterprize having 
furprized People with Horror, made them aggravate the Matter, 
and fay much more than was true, as is cuftomary on the like oc- 
cafion, juftas Medea was 8 Se with boiling live Men, becaufe 
fhe was the firft that ufed hot Baths. 

That which is certain is, that thefe two Phyficians diffe€ted 
Men alive or dead ; and if Herophilus diffetted live Men, we can- 
not anfwer the Objeftion that M. Daciér propofés, without fal- 
ling into an Achronifm of 200 Years, fince M. /e Clerc proves, 
that Heropbilus prattifed Phyfick in Egypr and not at Samos, and 
thathe lived under Pro/omy the Son of Lagus, and not in the time 
of Phalaris. 

As to Erafiftratus,the chief DifCovery that he made in Anatomy 
was not on Men, but on Beafts, thar is, of certain white Veffels 
that he found in the Myfentery of fucking Kidds | and» which he 
believed to be Arteries. He added, thar thefe Veffels appeared 
fitft full of Air and then of Chyle. , He difcovered alfo in his old 
Age, that all the Nerves proceeded equally from the Brain. He 
maintained that the Veins and Arteries equally deduced their O- 
riginal from the Heart; That the latter in their Natural State 
contain no Blood ; and, That they are filled with nothing but Air, 
no, mpre than the left Ventricle of the Heart: And. if any fhould 

~ offer to convince him of the contrary by Sight, he anfwered, 
“vb yt affoon as we open this Ventricle, the Air evaporates without 
our fecing it, and the Venitricle is filled immediately with Blood. 
‘He faid the fame of the Arteries. That that brought him into 
fo falfé an Opinion, was that he did not underftand wherefore 
there were two forts of Veflels appointed to convey the fame Li- 
qnor, that is ‘to fay, wherefore the Veins and the Arteries did 
equally contain and convey the Blood. As for Refpiration, he - 
pretended, thatit profited Animals no farther than to fill the Ar- 
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_ teries with Air. He had a fingular Opinion concerning the Dige: 
{tion of Mcatin the Stomach, which our Author givesan Account 
of in the 17th Page 7 | : : 

We have already obferv’d, that Erafftratus and his Difciples 

. condemned Bleeding ; but, if we may. believe Galen, they. did not 
agree on the Reafons of, their Opinion. They faid, that.it was 
very difficult to fucceed in Bleeding ; either becaufé:we cannot 
always well difcern the Vein that we would open, or becaufe we 
are not fure but we prick an Artery inftead of a Vein. That fome 
had died of Fear, or of Swooning before or after Bleeding. O- 

thers added, that we cannot know the juft Quantity of Blood that 
ought tobe taken away : If we take toolittle, it fignified nothing; 

-if too mucli, we rua the rifgue. of killing the Patient, Others 
aid, that the Evacuation of Blood from the Veins, is {followed 
by that of tne Spirits, which pafs on this Occafion from the Ar- 
terics into the Veins. Finally, others fay, that the Inflamation 
being formed in the Arteries, by the Blood that is congealed at 
their Entrance, it’s niclefs to let Blood. 

He purged fikewile but very feldom, altho’ he often gave 
Glivicrs and Vomus. The Reafon that he alledged, was, That 
Purgation, no more than Bleeding, ferved. only to abate Re- 
pletion ; and that he had better means for it. He added, that the 
Humours voided by Purging, were not fuch in the Bodies as they 
appear to be after they are voided, but that the Medicine makes 
them change their Nature by a fort of Corruption, an Opinion 
that bath been fince maintained by many Phyficians. 

The chief Remedy that he fubftituted inftead of Bleeding and 
Purging, was Fafting and Abftinence ; but foraffmuch as this Re- 
medy joined with Glifters and Vomits, was not fufficient to abate 

- Repletion, which, , according to him, is the moft general’ Caufe 

of all Difeafés, he had recourfé to Exercifé. In the Scirrhus of 
the Liver, or in Humours that happen tothat Entrail, Erafftratas 
made an Incifion on the kin, and thro’ all the Teguments that 
covered it, and having opened the Belly, he then applied. Medi- 
cines to the Part. , Poa as or 

As for Herophilus, of whom we have fpoke already, he lodg’d 
the Rational Soul in the Ventricles of the Brain, One of his 
chief Difcoveries, with Relation to thofe that were made only 
in this Age, and which he thought new, altho’ they might be very 
ancient, is that of certain Veins that he found in the Mefentery, 
which are, according to him, appointed to nourifh the ca 
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and .which don’t go at all towards the Vemz Porta, as all 
others do, but meet at certain glandulous parts. It was he that 
gave the name of the Vena Arteriofa, to the Veffel that pafles 
from the right Ventricle of the Heart to the Lungs; becaufe he 
took .it for a Vein, and yet faw that it had a thick Tunicle like 
an Artery. For acontrary reafon, he called the Veffel that goes 
from the Lungs to the left Ventricle of the Heart, Arteria Veno/a, 
It was Heropbilas likewifé that' gave the two Tunicles of the 
Eye, the name of the Retina and the Arachnois Tunicles. Weare 
oblie’d to him likewife for feveral other Names that he hath 
given to the various Parts of the Body: And his Authority in 
Anatomy was fo great, that the Names he gave to all thofe Parts 
are almoft all of ’em preferv'd. This was the firlt of all the 
Dogmatical Phyficians, that made great ule of Medicines fimple 
and compounded, and that treated with exaftnefS the Do&trine. 
of the Pulfe, or the beating of the Arteries, which was negleéted 
by all his Predeceffors.. He fpeaks ot a Diftemper that is very 
rare, which is the Palfie of the Heart; he was of Opinion that it. 
is to this Diftemper that we ought to attribute fome fudden. 
Deaths, that happen now and then. . | 
It was much about the time of Herophbilus and Era/fiftratas, 
according to Ced/us, that Phyfick, which till then was pra&tis’d 
with all its dependencics by one Perfon, was divided fhto three 
_ parts, each of which was one Perfens fole bufinefS. Thefe three’ 
parts were called the Dietical, the Pharmaceutical,and Chirurgical. 
The firft ufed a Regimen in Diet, the fecond Medicines, and the 
third Manual Operations. We muft not think that this divifion 
denotes the three Profeflions by which Phyfick is pra€tis’d at pre- 
fent, that is Phyficians, Apothecaries and Chirurgions. It’s true, 
that they that pra€tis’d the Dietical part’ wete the fame with our, 
Phyficians, but‘it is not fo with the others. Thofe that pra- 
Gtis’d the third part, differ’d from our Chirurgions, in that they 
did not perform fo many things as they do. They meddled with 
rione but Manual Operations, and they did not undertake Dif- 
eafes which could be cured by other niedns. “They were not al- 
lowed to dref$ Wounds, and yet much lefS Ulcers or Tumours, 
but only where an Incifion muft be made of neceffity. The Dif- 
eafes that we juft now {pokeof were the bufinefS of thofé that 
‘exercifed the Pharmaceutical part. They ufed Medicines proper to 
{top Blood, to confolidate, &c. but if they could not fucceed, and. 
that it was neceflary to make ufé of Iron and Fire; they left their 


Patients to the Chirurgions.” ~ ‘Before 
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Before this Divifion, the Phyficiaas alone exercis’d thefé three 
Profeffions, and they acknowledgd but two Orders of Phyficians ; 
the firlt were called Avchitects, and gave their Advice to the fick, 
and Orders. to the fecond, who were called Manual Operators, 
and that performn’d their Operations and compos’d their, Medi- 
cines in the preience of the former. But it happen’d that the 
laft, who were the orhers Servants, and fometimes their Children 
or Scholars, adventur’d to perform their Parts themfelves by the 
others Direftions, and to make each of ’em their Ps te bu- 
finefs, of what they underftood beft in relation to Chirurgery, or 
Pharmacy ; fo that Payfick remain’d divided as aforefaid. 

Thofe that praétis'd Chirurgery were called Chirurgions, or 
Dottor-Chirurgions. Thofe that pra€tis’d Pharmacy or Medicinal 
Phyfick were called Pharmaceute. The name Pharmacopaus 
was taken in an ill Sgnfe, and fignified commonly a Poifoner. 
The word Pharmacopela was under{tood by the Ancients of ano- 
ther kind of Profeflion: They called fo in general all thofe that 
fold Medicities, altho” they did not prepare them. But they 
gave this Name particularly to thofe that we call at this day 
Quacks and Mountebanks, that go up and down felling their 
Medicines. 4 

As for the divifion of Phyfick, juft now mentioned, that Cu- 
ftom -¢hang’d afterwards;.for fome having encroach’d upon o- 
thers, or practis'd more than one ,Part, the fame Names re- 
main’d, tho’ the Employments were not the fame. This Divi- 
fion did not hinder many Phyficians from obferving the ancient 
Cuftom. It is not improbable but they might at the fame time 
ufe them, ina different manner in different places. : 

Our Author at the end of this fecond Book, {peaks of a fa- 
mous Chirurgion of Alexandria, called Ammenius, who was fur- 
nam’d Lithotomus, becaufe he was the firft that advis’d to cut 
or break the Stones in the Bladder,’ that were too big to be void- 
ed: From whence M. /e Gerc concludes, that the word Litbo- 
zomy, which fome People make ufe.of todenote the Operation of . 
taking the Stone out of the Bladder, is not proper, and that it 
were more juft to call that Operation Cyffotomie, fince it is the 
Bladder and not the Stone that they cut. . 


If. The 2d Book is taken up wholly with the Hiftory of the 
Empirick Se€t, which began in the 38th Age... The Phyficians 
being wearied, or but little fatistied with the Arguments a 
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DifCovéries of the Phikofophers and Anatomifts, pretended thar 
they might difpence with both of em, and that the only Guides 
‘which we were to follow in the pta€tifé of Phyfick, are thofe 
that are furnifh’d by Expstience ; For this reafon they were cal- 
led Empiritks, from a Greek word that fignifies Experience. Se- 
rapio of Alexandria was the firft who taught this Doétrine, or at 
leaft who maintain’d it with warmth, and being fpeedily follow’d 
by others, became the Leader of the Scét. Others attributed the 
fame to Philimis of the Ifle of Cos, who.was Heropbilus’s Scho- 
lar; others to Acron of Agrig¢ntum, who liv’d before Hippo- 
crates. The Empiricks hold the latter Opinion, that they may 

lead a greater Antiquity than the Dogmarifls, who did not begin | 

till Hippocrates. 

They faid, that we might make three forts of Experiments, fo 
difcern with relation to Health what was ufeful, ftom what was 
hurtful. The firft and moft plaim was that of Chance. . As any 
one for Example'that had a great pain. in his Head, and had 
fallen, and fo opening a Vein inthe Forehead, and loft much 
Blood, did find that he thereby had Eafe. They plac’d in the 
fame Kank, the Experiments that are made by obferving that 
which fometimes Nature it felf operates, without the help of 
ary Remedy ; as when ay one that had a Fever, finds himfelf 
better by bleeding at the Nofe, by Sweating, or by a Diarhza. 
The fecond fort of Experiment, is when we do any thing by 
way of Trial, with a defign to fee what will be the fuccefs of 
it; as when any one has been bit bya venemous Creature, he 
applies the firft Herb lie finds to the Wound.” The third manner 
is that which the Empiricks call Imitation, that is,after having 
feen what Chance, Nature or defign produc’d, they try it another 
tithe , ‘if they can in like manner fucceed again, by imitatin 
what was done on the like occafion, ‘They faid that-this la 
Experiment is that that is properly done by Art, when ir is re- 
peated feveral times. But becaufe that fometimeés new. Difeafes 
Fapbe concerning which neither our.own Experience nor that of 
others does furnifh us with any thing; or it may Happen,that where 
we then are, the means of help that we haveformerly.experimen- 
ted canmot be had. The Empiricks provided for thefe particular 
Cafes by that they called ee banal of its ike. It wasa 
new Trial that they made’ after having, compar’d one Diicafe 
with another, or one Part of the Body with another of the fame 
Nature; or finally, a Simple or Remedy, whatever it was, whofe 
was REX Nature -  -w 
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Nature had been experienc’d or known, with another that had 
relation to the former.  Ob/ervation then, that is to fay, what 
every one experienced himfelf. Bi/fory, that is to fay, what. is 
‘committed to writing, and the /ubj/titution of a parallel. tbing, 
were the three Foundations of their Art, and that, which fome 
of *em apparently called the ‘Ivipos of Phy/ick, 

M. de Clerc adds very judicious Refle€tions on this Method of 
the Empiricks, which he advances as from a Friend, whom 
‘he doth not name, either becaufe they were not really fuch, or 
that he hath taken this Method that he might not attront thofe 
that find any thing contrary to their Sentiments in thefe Re- 
flections. ‘But however that be, our Author maintains that there 
was nothing more abfurd, than the Projeti of the ancient Em- 
piricks to condemn the rational part of Phyfick, if we take 
this Propofition in a large Senfe;, but he believes that we may 
give their Opinion a meaning that will make it appear more 
reafonable than it does now. This meaning is, that Experi- 
ence is more ufeful in Phyfick than Reafoning ; that we ought 
‘to with, that we had, for Example, an exa&t and particular 
Knowledge of the Caufes of Difeafes, either by means of Anatomy 
or otherwife, then there might be a probability that we may cure 
fome part of ’°em more eafily. But this is rather wifh’d than 
hop’d for, and Remedies are fooner found in certain Cafes than 
the Caufes of the Difeafes are diftovered. It’s true that-we 
may reafon juftly on certain generalities of the Caufes of fome 
Fffetts, that we our felves perceive ; but when we would pene- 
trate into the Cgufesof thefe Caufes, it’s this about which we 
commonly perplex “our felves, and this is what we would 
arrive at. ‘Yet it’s‘certain that Phyfick was not founded on 
Reafons abftra€ted or carried very far, but on fimple and na- 
tural Reafoningss the chief of which were drawn from sbings 
that do good and thofe that do evil. This was burtful to a fick 
Man, then they ought to avoid it another time , this on the con- 
trary belpd him, be ought then to repeat it in the like Cafes. A 
fmall ftock of common Senfé is fufficient to reafon aftér this 
Wanner. ee ga rob det oF 

The Indication that evident Caufes furnifh us with, prefents 
it felf very naturally. That Man is like to die with lof of 
Blood, he ought then in order to cure himfelf, to endeavour to 
ftop the effufion of Blood, og 
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There needs not much Philofophy to difcern on many Occafions 
the difeafed part; no more than the different Caufés of the fame 
Accident. ’T'was thus far that Era/iffratus and Heropbilus approv’d 
of Reafoning, but this is what Phyficians that are Philofophers 
pretend to be not fufficient- We fec, fay they, for Example, that: 
the Obfervation drawn fromthe extraordinary and inteftine Mo- 
tion of the Blood ina Feaver, and-of the Heat that accompanies’ 
it, ferves not much for the Cure of it, fince neither Bleeding, nor: 
Purging, nor Cooling did always cure ; nay, fometimes were 
of none effect. All Men agree to this ; and it) by force of Ar- 
ument, we could find furer Remedies than thefe, the Empiricks: 
would not have a word to fay ;. but our Misfortune is, that we 
cannot fee that we itadvance much more ; tho’ we carry the Kea- 
fons farther. If -we enter into Particulars, and fay, that fince- 
Evacuation of Blood, or that of fome Humours, which we 
thovght to be in Motion, have not ftop’d the Feaver, no more 
than cooling Remedies did, we ought then to find fome other. ff 
we add, that That which excites this Motion of the Blood, is a 
‘particular Ferment thar we ought to labour to {tay and mitigate, 
or otherwife the Fever will continue, tho’ we leave but lirtle 
Blood in the Body; this may alfo be true: But what will Reafon 
do ? Je will caufe us carefully to enquire into the Nature of this 
Ferment, but will contribute nothing to the-diftovery of it. We 
know in General, or at leaft we think we know, that this Ferment 
ought to be an Acid. We will likewife fuppofe, that it ought 
neceflatily to have an: Alkali-opppofed to it, becaufé we have al-’ 
ready obferved, That Alkali’s deftroy Acids, and quite diflolve 
them. Butthere are fo many different forts of Acids and Alkali’s,- 
that we may try perhaps 100 forts of the latter, before we find 
that that can- mortifie the Acid that is our Subjeé. © All kind of 
Alkali’s indifferently not being at all proper to deftroy all’ forts of 
Acids ; and if Chance-had: not difcovered to us the Kinkina;'we: 
had been perhaps to feek to the end of the World. 

_ M. Je Clerc, or his Friend, fhows us likewife, that we have made 
no. great Advantages from the fine Difcoveries that have been: 
made in Anatomy in our time. He affirms, that itis not without 
Grouiid that One * hath juftly told the Phyficians, that no fewer 
People die fince they found out the Circulation of théBlood; than 
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died before. This Difcovery is of the utmoft importance, to 
Know the Motion of the Blood ; yet except fome Ufes that Chi- 
turgeons may draw from thence, as well as from the watry Vef- 
fels and the excretory Canals of the Glands, alk the reft is not 
very confiderable. The fame may be faid of other Diftoveries, 
as he {hows, in the 6th Chapter of the fecond Book, which isnot 
the leaft curious of the Whole. He there likewifé carefully ex- 
amines what may be faid againft Experience. Here he mightily 
praifes Specific Remedies, and pretends, That it is a fhameful 
Thing,that of more than 1000¢ Plants that the Herbalitts defcribe, 
there are {carce the 10th Part ufed in Phyfick. Here our Author 
proves, that it’s as eafie to be deceived by Experience as by Reafon- 
ing. He {hows two or three principal Caufes of the Scarcity of 
good Remedies. 

The 1ft is, The Difhonefty of Phyficians, who have affured 
People, contrary to Truth, that they have found the good Effect of 
certain Remedies in certain Cafes that they obferv’d. 

The 2d and moft common is, Their own particular Intereft, or 
the Envy that prevails among{t Men of the fame Profeflion ; and 
this hath always hindred Phyficians from communicating to one 
another the moft excellent Remedies, whillt they were liberal of 
their Arguments, that they knew were of no great ufe. 

The 3d is, The Lazinefs of Phyficians, who will not beat the 
pains to fearch into Remedies, as if Phyfick were a perfec Art, 
that could be carried no farther. And forafmuch as from all that 
we have now faid, it would feem that we may conclude, that 
Phyfick is nothing bus a-Chimera. Our Author gives a folid An- 
{wer to this Objeftion, 

After this Digreffion, he returns to the Empiricks. M. /e Clerc 
believes that they were the firft that made much ufe of Opium. 
They could ufe nothing more capable of doing them greater Ho- 
nour, fince they mocked at Realoning. People would without 
doubt demand from them, fince they refufed to give them 
Words, For there was nothing jmore commodious than Opium, 
to enable them to keep their Promifes to fick or aged People, op- 
prefled with Pain,& to allay their Difeafes by a gentleSleep.More- 
over, we find that Heraclides, the Empiric, ufedOpium on di- 
vers Occafions, 
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Ilf. The third Book contains the introducing of Phyfick into 
Rome by Archagathus, in the 38th Age of the World, and the 
Changes that Afclepiades caufed in that Art in the 39th Age. 
M. Ze Clerc, on the Occafion of Cleopatra, {peaks of Women that 
practis’d Phyfick. 
In the Year 535 Of the Foundation of Rome, Archagathus a 
Greek Phyfician, fettled himfelf there, and carried with him his 
own Country Phyfick. Some fay, that before him Phyfick was 
not known in that great City ; and, if we may believe * P/iny, it 
was not received there till after all the Liberal Arts and Sciences, 
The Romans ({ays he) were above 600 Years without Phyficians 8c, 
But M. /e Clerc isnot of that Opinion, and oppofes to this Au- 
thority that of Diony/ius Halicanaffeus, who fays, That there was 
in the Year 301. fich a dreadful Plague at Rome, that it em- 
ploid almoft all the Slaves, and the Moiety of the Citizens, 
the Phyficians not being fufficient for the Number of the Pa- 
tients. 
Then P/iny was either miftaken, or he meant only Foreign Phy- 
ficians, and particularly the Greeks, as he fays in the Place we 
have juft now quoted. He explains himfelf afterwards: The Paf 


fage is Long, but feeing it is Curious, we will quote it. 


To be convinced (fays he) of the Truth tof what I fay, [i.¢. of 
the Averfion the Romans had at that time for Phyfick we ought 
to erat the Opinion‘of Marcus Cato, who lived 70 Years af- 
ter Archagathus, and was a Man of whom we may fay, that the 
Honour 5 a Triumph which was decreed bim, and the Office of 
Cenfor that he exercifed, are thofe that advanced him leaft, for- 
afmuch as there were other confiderable Things in bis Perfon. 





We will give you his own Terms, ina Letter that he wrote 
to his Son. , 


“ ] will tell you, when Time ferves, my Son Mark, what] 
“ think of the Greeks , and what I efteem moft at <Arhens. 
© sume It’s good to ftudy their Learning.and Sciences flightly,. 
“° but not to ftudy them thoroughly. I fhall accomplifh my De- 
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* fign on that wicked and fierce Nation, but be affured, as if a 
“ Soothfayer * had told it you, That as foomas that Nati 
., Doothtay t you, ii at Nation 
hath taught, us,its:Learnihg, it will fpoil or corrupt all ; and: 
"¢ this will-be done fo much the more eafily, if they fend us their 
Payficians:, Fhey have.fworn among{t themfelves to. kill. -all 
the Barbarians by Phyfick, and yet require aSalary-for that 
of thofe they take in Hand, that they may-truft them. the * 
more, and that they may the moreealily deftroy.them. They 
are fo infolent as to call us Buxbarians as well.as others ; nay, 
they treat. usmore infolently in calling us, Opigues, i.e. dull, 
‘ ignorant, unpolifhed Fellows, In one Word, remember that I 
“have forbid you to ufé their Pyficians. : 


. 


It appears by this, That Cato meant none but Foreign Phyficians. 
The Romans then were not without Phyficians in the beginning of 
their Republick, but ,thereis a Probability, that before the coming . 
of Archagathus they ufed..none but Natural or at leaft Simple. 
Empirical Phyfick. °Twas this Phyfick pleafed Caro,and of which. 
no Roman wrote before him.. Bo he aa a 

+ Some Moderns fay, that the Phyficians were banithed from 
Rome when Cato was-Cenfor , but M. /e Clerc believes that this 
Srory was forged. upon this Adventure of Archagathus, tho’ it is 
not faid, that this Phyfician was banifhed trom Rome, but only 
that his Profefhon was.cried dgwmthere.. Moreover, Cato had no 
pattin this Affair, becaufe it was but five Years after Archagathus 
came to Rome, and this was not done till long. afters whence it. 
is evident, that they. that fay fo do nor exactly contider Chro- 
nology. oer s ay | | ) 

Afclepiades re-eftablifhed Phyfick..at Rome about 100 Years, 
after Archagathus. Here we have an Account.ot his Hiltory, his 
Sytem of Philofophy and Phyfick, and his Practice. He ufed 
only two gentle Remedies, and he commonly. faid; that a Phy- 
fician ought to cure his Patients throughly, quickly and pleafantly. 
Thefe three Words, adds M. le Clerc, include all the fair Promifes 
that can attend Phyfick., but the misfortune. is that: few effet it. 
The Chief. Remedies of A/c/lepiades were Abftinence from-Meats: 
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> Plutarch obferves, That Cato was very much deceived in his Con 
ad : 


T gripes de vanitate Scientiarum, Montaign's Effays. 
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and Wine,on certain Occafions,and Rubbing,Walking and Exercife. 
Apuleus fays, he was the firft PhyGcian who advifed to give 
Patients. Wine.“He ridiculed the Crifes or; Critical Days. He 
acknowledged ‘rio. Attraction ; nay, not that of the Loadftone.a 
Tron; but fappofed-all to be done by,the Concourfe of imal 
Bodies, and by the different Difpofition of the Pores... He would 
not allow, That the Soul in the beginning had, any Knowledge, 
or Idea of Juftor Unjuft, Honefty: or Difhonefty... He betieved 
that there was not in the Soul any ,Reafoning, Faculty; | but that 
‘we are inftigated by our Pafhons as the Beafts.» His Philofophical 
Syftem hath a great Affinity with that of,M. De/cartes, altho’ he 
admits ‘a Vacuum, which Defcartes abfolutely. rejetts. -For his 
Syftem of Phyfick and Pra&tice, we refer to our Author, 


IV. The fourth Book is fabdivided.into two Se€tions. .. 


1. The firft contains the Hiftory of the Foundation and Progrefs 
of the. Methodical Se&t, founded by Lheamifon -in.the beginning of 
the 40th Age. The Principles of A/clepiades feeming to him to be 
too difficult and large, he thought to find out an eafier and fhorter 
Method or Abridgment, fuited to every ones Capacity.. ‘Hence it 
was that this new Dotrine took the Name of the Mezhogical 
Phyfick. The Empiricks had already undertaken to. abridge and 
facilitate the ftudy of Phyfick,; by retrenching that of the. Secret 
Caufés of Difeafes. The Methodifts went much farther.. They 
undertook to reduce to two principal Kinds that great Number of 
Diftempers that the Dogmatifts and the Empirics themfelves had: 
diftinguifhed with great Care and imagined that. by obferving what 
Difeafes have common to them, jin certain Refpetts. it fignified 
nothing to defcend to Particulars; This being laid down, they 
imagined that there being, according to them, but two forts.of 
Difeafes, rhere ought to be but two forts of Remedies, which 
were naturally fhown by the two Kinds we have juft now: {poke 
of, fo that if we knew to which of thefé Kinds we ought to re- - 
fer the Difeafe, ic was eafie to find the Remedy ina fhort time. _ 
For that fame reafon it was not neceffary to underftand Philofoph 
nor Anatomy.nor to have any great Experience, in order to profefs 
Phyfick. This Sy{tem appeared fo commodious that agreat num- 
ber of Phyficians embraced it, and this Se&t, which began almoft 
with the 4th Age, about 200 Years after the Eftablifhment of the 
Empirics, fuftained it felf} with fome fplendor for 3 or 4 Ages. 

Here 
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Here likewife we have their Siftem largely and nicely - ex- 
plain’d. We fhall content our felves, to fay in genetal, that The- 
mifon reduc’d all Difeafes to two forts, or ar® leaft under three 
principal kinds; the firft was! binding’ Ha 5 the. fecdha 
opening Diftempers, and‘ the third the mix’d kind), which coi- 
tain’d the two former.’ But how i geet dy ‘profitable fo- 
ever this Divifion was, we may eafily perceivé: when we def: 
cend to particulars, that Tbemifon had enough’ a do to réduce 
certain Difeafés to any of thefe kinds; and when he atteinpted 
it, fhew’d more fubrilty than honelty... We may in Bing fort 
attribute to him the invention of Bleeding’ with Leeches, ar leaft 
Hiftory doth not tell us of any that usd ’em before him. M. % 
Clerc believes that this Remedy hath all the Air of an Empiri- 
cal Medicine, or of one that. perhaps. was invented by Pea- 
fants, who probably were the firft that perceiv’d the effect of 
Leeches. | 3 : : 


2. The fecond ‘Seftion' of this 4th Book fpeaks of certain 
Se&ts lefS known, which had fométhing common with. the Me- 
thodifts,and were eftablifh’d foon after. Our Author tteats here ia 
particular of the Phyfick of Ce//us. He obferves on the Sub- 
yet of the Phyfician Arereus, that thofe who, pretended that 
there was no Sett, are miftaken, ‘and h€.proves demontftratively 
that he was’one of the Pheumaticks founded by Atheneus. In 
the time of Arereus there were Phyficians who let Blood in the 
Hand, which Arctezs did not at all approve of; and this is the 

‘moft ancient Example that we have of bleeding in the Hand. 
M. /e Clere feems to efteem this ancient Phyfician very much, 
who did not live before the Ce/ars, as Voffus pretended, but ra- 
“ther under Nero, which no Man ever obfery’d before our Au- 
thor. | 


We muft again refer the further Account of this Book to the 
next Month. 
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Memoirs de M. Artagnan: i.e. The Memoirs of M.2@’ Artag- 
nan, Captain-Lieutenant of the firft Company of the King’s 
Mufqueteers : Containing many particular and fecret Paffages 
of the Reign of Lowis le Grand. Printed at Co/ogne, 1701, in 
large 12% fimall Letter. Tome Il. Pages 363. TomelIIl. 
Pages 598. befides the Tables. 


T is above a Year fince we gave. an Account of the firft Vo- 
lume of thefe Memoirs. . In thefe two Volumes our Author 
infifts not fo much on his own particular Advertures, but apglies 
himfelf more to the Affairs of the Public.They contain what pafs’d 
from the Peace.of Rze/, which follow’d the Barricado’s of Paris, 
to the Siege of Mee/tricht in 1673, where our Author was kill’d. 
Tho’ he was one of Cardinal Mazarine’s Creatures, he does not 
at all fpare him when he has occafion to {peak of him. He re- 
refents him throughout as one that was ambitious to the higheft © 
egree, and always Forming fome Chimerical Defigns , 
fo that he thought of marrying one of his Nieces to Char/es Il. 
King of England, and another of them to Louis XIV. King of 
France. He tells us that he was no lef$§ Covetous than Ambi- 
tious; that he’ fold all Places, and made Money of every thing, 
not for his Mafter’s Profit, but to fill his own Purfe; and con- 
cludes that he was a Man of no Honour nor Confcience, he 
made no account of his Word, never thought himfelf oblig’d to 
perform next day what he promis’d over-night,; and for the leaft 
Gain would break with his beft and greateft Friends. | 
_ On the. contrary, he looks upon the King of France as a per- 
fe&t Hero, a Prince that pofflefies all Vertues, and who hath no: 
Faults, but fuch Illuftrious ones as are neceflary to make up the 
Charafter of a Heto...We muft confider that thefe Memoirs 
come no lower than 1673. fo that it not being poffible for our 
Author to. know what, hath fince come to pais, he gould not com- 
pleat the Charafter of his Sovereign, whom he every where re- 
prefents as.a good and generous Prince, a Friend to vertue, which 
he is always ready to reward ; and an Enemy to Vice, which 
he a seq punifh’d ; but was very apt. to. ps the Vici- 
ous, whenhe had any profpec of thelr fincens €pentance. 
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He tells us that the late Prince of Conde was one of the eft 
Captains of his Age; but at the fame time does not diffemble 
the Faults that every one knew he was guilty of; He was in- 
fupportably Proud, which made him defpife all Mankind, and 
fo monftroufly ungrateful, that -he would fcarcely daign to look 
upon thofe who had taken Arms againft their Sovereign, to deliver 
him out of Prifon. The Vicount of Turenne was one of the 
chief of thofe, and was fo incens’d by the ‘Ingratitude of that 
‘Prince, that he fwore he would never run fuch a risk for him a- 
gain, fince he rewarded him fo fortily. The Prince had caug 
enough to.repent of that fort of Carriage afterwards, for the Vi- 
count putting himfelf at the Head of the King’s Troops, de- 
feated the Prince in feveral Rencounters, and baulk’d moft of his 
Defigns, Our Author gives us a continued Hiftory of that War, 
which had its Origin from the laft Revolt of the Prince of Conde, 
and was concluded by the Treaty of the Pyrenees. He alledges 
that how Cunning and Tricking foever the Cardinal Mazarine 
was,in getting himfelf nam’d to be setae, for that Treaty’, 
that Don Lowis de Harp, the Spanifh Plenipotentiary, outwitted 
him in manner as follows. 

The Cardinal, who minded his own particular Interefts more 
than thofe of his Mafter, was afraid, above all things, left the 
Prince of Conde fhould. be reftor’d to the fame Poft he had be- 
fore his Revolt, he gable and not without Reafon, that 
he would avenge himfelf upon his Eminence for.all the ill Of- 
fices he had done him; and therefore, to avoid this, he facrific’d 
the Intereft.of the State to his own private Security, and gave up 
three or four Places to the Spaniards, on Condition that they 
fhould fpeak no more of the Interefts: of the Prince of Conde, 
This being done, Don Lowis de Haro declared to the Cardinal, 
that tho’ the King his Mafter was willing, for the fake of the 
Peace, to forget his Promife to the Prince of Conde, of taking 
Care of his Interefts in the Treaty, that did not hinder but he 
might teftifie his Acknowledgment to him in another manner. 
That in order to this he defign’d to form him a {mall Sovereign- 
ty in Flanders* of fach Places as he fhould ‘difinember from it; 
that this was the leaft he could do as'a Reward of the many 
Obligations the Prince had put upon him, and as a Compenfa- 
tion for the lofS he fhould fuftain by his not keeping his Word 
to him. The Cardinal underftood very well by this Declaration 
that he was outwitted by Don Lowis,' and dreading since = 
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than fuch a Sovereign as the Prince of Conde, fo neat to Paris, 
he was the firft that offer’d to reverfe what: he himfelf had 
done. He demanded that the. Spaniards might reftore him the 
Places which he had abandoned, on Condition of their deferting 
the Princes Interefts, and promifed that he would get the Prince 
reftor’'d. Don Louis anfwer'd, That.what was done was done, 
and that the King of Spain, after having féttled his Meafures, 
would not allow of any Innovation. This Anfwer was like to 
have thrown the Cardinal into Defpair. He begg’d that he- 
might obtain that which he had refufed, on. very adyantagious 
Conditions; and all thathe-could gst was, that initead of giving 
up four Places to prevent the Princes retusn tokeewce, he was 
only to give. two, on Condition that he fhould be allowed to. 
return. : 

The. Story of the Difgrace of M. Fougeet, Superintendant of 
the Finances, is related, at large in thefe Memoirs, Our Author 
muft needs be better inform’d on that Subjett than another, be- 
caufe he Wak CnameOy to take that Minifter, and kept him 
till the Judges pafled Sentence of Banifhment upon him, which 
the King changed into. perpetual Imprifonment, fearing that if 
Monf. Foaguct. went out. of the Kingdom, he might difcover to 
Strangers fome important Secrets which he knew. Our. Author 
does not think that M. Fouquer was fo iunocent as many People 
believe him to have. been, and therefore wonders the. Judges were 
fo mild inthéir Sentence, fince they knew that it: would not have 
been difpleafing neither to the King nor his Minifters had they 
been more fevere. Befides his extravagant Expences in Building 
and other SuperHuities, .he beftow’d Penfions upon a vaft number 
of People, to make himfelf Creatures ; not confidering that tho’ 
thefe Penfioners might, probably acquaint him with any violent 
Meafures that were agreed on againit him, if they came.to. theis 
knowledge, yet they would be the firft that abandon’d him when 
ever he.came to be queftioned; and accordingly he was incom- 
pafsd witha multitude of Courticrs when he was taken, but he 
was no fooner laid Hands on then they all vanifh’d. He had. for- 
tified Belle Ife, which he purchas’d, and fufpecting that fome 
ig was forming again{ft him, had the Confidence to fend in- 
to England to demand the Affiftance of His Majefty of Great 
Britain, in cafe he found himfelf ftraitened. This M. d’ Artag- 
nan. mentions, but confefles that it is fcarcely credible; he al- 
ledges with more probability, that he cheated the King of France 
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of feveral Millions” M. . Pelligon, ‘his Deput 
the fame time with himfelf; The way that he took to to employ 
himfelf in Prifon, before he-was allowed Pen, ‘Ink and Paper. is 
very fingular. Our Author affures ‘us that “he bought 'h im ‘a 
thoufand Pins; which he: pluck’d out of the Papers one after ano- 
ther, threw ‘them about: Pre abet, “and “diverted himtelf by 
order. “AS (oot as owas | d Pen, * aper, he: 
about-writing: Rory of the Kite of rance, and give his Pa- 
15.40" the» Governor of: the’ pape who fticw ‘then ‘to that 













F. and nade fio part of his Trial, yet was 
perhaps. more sbpesinnile than all the reft, M. Defpreaux faid, 
that never did any ‘Saperintendant ‘find ‘the Ladies to be ‘hard- 
hearted. | M. Fouquet-is far dba’ abundance Med? Artag- 
nan is? pofitive’ that he: had eae oe undance of “Maids of 
Quality by his Money, ‘and ‘that whien hen he fea ‘him’ he found 
Soarhign a! Journal, ‘mentioning th n by Name and Surname ; 
and, to fhew that he Mi exa + Man, there was alfo fet down 
a Sums he had ES Rieti for thetr Pavone: 
ta at ont this Book with whee 
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Henrici a Deventer Medicine Doltoris tomy 
i.e. The Chirurgicdl Operationsof Henry de Disaaa. 





Doétor of Phyfi » eohieaes ‘new Light to-Midwives | 


and others that’ bring Women to Bed. Faithful] explain- 

ing all that belongs to that Art. “With feveral: ‘te- 
efenting the different Situation of the Matrix; and the! 
d Situation of Infants. - Explainitig ‘Hikewile: 

_ of giving them a good Situation by the Hands alon with- 
out any other Inftruments, or to take them out by the 
Feet when Neceflity r aie it, whether they be alive or 
dead, in the ftraight or oblique Situation of the Matrix, fo 
as to preférve both. the tk e of the Mother and 6 ibe 


Child, if it be not dead/before-hand.: The whole ill 
by, and founded upon the many Years’ Practice and fee 


4 vaca of the Author ; and publifhed for. the. Benefit of 


the Publick. Frinted 2 at Leiden, 1701, in 2 
- a Small Pica: 4 Died 74 "i 


AHE Title is ‘ficient + to ging: et Re ader 
“A. Nature and UfefulnefS of the Book; ja 4 fs ; 

the Subje@ will not allow us to be large int fh unt niet 
Author fays, that there happen fo “Accidents in’ the 
portant but difficult Oc ions, that he cannot be too carefil 
in inftru&ting: thofe whom’ the Women : ‘muft intruft with the 
Lives of themfélves and their Infants. And he is. of Opinion, 
That the Publick cai never be thankful ehengh tothofe who Whtlcok. 
municate not thie’ meer-Fruits of . =f sus: whith 
for the moft part are very infignificant t peers Sate 
learned by long. — = at on perience Pepe a si 
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Cafe be extraordinary by reafon of a ill ‘Situation of the Ma- 
trix or of the Infant... - 



















Our Author is. very. particular: in all thefe things, which with 
the great: Number of Figures that he hath put into his Book, . 
{eems to make the Work. compleat. , pe 





He refutes M. Moriceaus Opinion, as to the Raut that hap- 
ns to the Matrix after moe in, his Book Spneereing the 
iftempers of claw with Child. iii 











M.:Cailly’s Propefitions concerning. Tranfubftantion, which were 
sna fiirel latery b by the Bifhop of Bayeux. . 


"Onf Cailly isa noted iia iy of Philofoph y_ in the Uni-- 
, verfity of Caen in Normandy. He publifhed fometime ago 
a fort of Differtation upon Darandus’s Treatife of the Eucharift. . 
He on his Sentiments fomewhat differently from the com: 
os ort of Roman Catholick Divines, which occafioned the 
op of Bayeux to a his Book in a Synod, to fapprefs i it 

my se hl to retractit, 


The Propofitions that were cenfured are as follow. 
L. Tranfubftantiation- ‘confifts:i ‘in this, That the. Matter, which 
was Bread and Wine, is micnen cats wunited, to id Se: and Di. 
vinity of Jefus Chrift. 3 | 


II. This miraculous Converfion ore be 
as the Soul of Jeg Chift doth theteby. 
Matter, which. was formerly Bread and Wi 


Ul. Every Portion of Matter which i is tru 
a Soul of ae eer in de Unig as 
ivinity in the Unity of the Per . 
but eet eal and Subftantially, the cre 

factificed upon the Crof§ for Mankind. The fins 
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not as-to its Extremity and Circumference, at leaft as to it Union 
with the fame Soul and Divinity. 


IV. Jefus Chrift hath faid, This is my Body - This j is my Blood : 
which cannot be true, but by the Union of the Soul of that Di- 
vine Saviour with the Matter which was Bread and Wine. 


V.. This Matter of the Body of Jefus Chrift, Euchariftiz’d b by 
the Miraculous Union of the Soul of Jefus Chrift and his Di- 


vinity. 


VI. The Impenetrability, the Divifibility, and the Euchariftical 
Figure, is the Impenetrability, the Divifi by, and the Figure of 
Je us-Chrift Euchariftiz’d. 


VII. The Confequences. of Tranfubftantiation explain’d in the 
Peripatetical manner, are principally three Miracles; againtt 
which Reafon militates fo ftrongly, that if it was not the Caufe 
of the Schifm, which the Proteftants have made in the Church, 
it does at leaft harden them in it. Thefirft of thofe Miracles is, 
that a Body is produc’d in feveral Places at.once, as, for Exam- 
ple, at Paris and Rome. The fecond is, that a humane Body of 
an ordinary Stature, as of 5 or 6 Foot, is reduc’d within fo fiall 
a {pace, that its Head, Feet, Hands, and all the reft of its Parts 
netrating one another take up nomore room. The third, t 
all that which is called the Accidents of Bread and Wine, fic 
as quantity and quality, and the reft, are without any fubjeét of 
Bread or any thing olf. Their Books are full of this Do&trine. 


On the ee e Confequences of Tranfihfantiation, explaind 
by Durandus, pay the. Annibilation of all thefe Mince Pt ase 


VIII. The Body of Jefus Chrift Euchariftiz’d, isnot in feveral 
Places, but with ‘elation to the feveral Parts of ie eee to 
which. the Soul, of that Divine Saviour is united, — 


“IX. The Sentiments of thofé. who maintain inn n (fa | ng ¢ 
abfolute Accidents ) is oppofite to the Do&trine’ rch. 
and agrees with the Error of Luther, as to the Subje&t of the Eu- 





xX. We 
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X. We could not adore Jefiis Chrift’in the Bucharift, and thete. 
would. be ground to fear that the ignorant’People fhould fall in. 
to Idolatry, if their remain’d in the Eucharift any of thofe abfo. 
‘lute Accidents. | fed aT ee Pig 


XI. So’ far would they (fays the Author {peaking of the Fa. 
thers) have been from oppofing him that fhould have fhew’d to. 
them, that the Soul of Jefus Chrift isin the Sacrament, by the 
fame power of the Words which make what they fignifie ; that, 
on the contrary, they would have imbraced that Sentiment, 
to which they have no Averfion, but becaufe they did not think 
of it, or that they feared their Divinity‘did not agree with the 
Peripatetic Philofophy that they had been taught, and was at that 
time moft in vogue. ; 


XII. We tuft not'advance, That the Body of Jefas Chrift upon « 
our Altars is Glorious and Immortal. > - 


XIII. The Body of Jefus Chrift in the Eucharift may be fubjett 
to Corruption, to Increafé and Decreafe, at leaft after the Manner 
of fnanimate Bodies, | ) 

XIV. Though it belong to Faith to inftruét us in the Terns of ’ 
this Change ({peaking of Tranfubftantiation) it is neverthelefsthe 
Part of Philofophy to explain the Nattre of this Converfion. 





XV. We may fay, That the Queftions ‘of the Nature and the 
Perfon, ate Queftions about Wort s, to wiilch the Sabellians, 
Ariane, the Ni fter sure wud one Extychians, were obliged to confent 
to the Councils, .that were affembled on that Occafion, for the My- 
{teries of the Trinity and.of the Incarnation. The Queftions of 
the two Wills in Jefus.Chrift, were like Queftions about Words, 
wherein the Monorhe/ites were in the Wrong, in that they did not 
fub{cribe to the Decrees of the Councils affembled on that’Head. 
The Queftion of the Reality.of the Body of dfs Chrift in the 
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The Dolttine ap the Holy ria ‘and the ‘Maiiner’ of su Sai 
> Divinity’; a they are held. in the Catho mole eet ‘and 
\ Church “of England + i four Lettersy 10,4. Peer. “By Stephen 
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THs mete is not deligned to, Prove, or ,t0 Defend ‘but to: 
Explain the, Deétring.of the Holy. Trinity ;.and the men. ; 
ner Of Our Saviour’ s Divinity. As’tis neceflary, that we Belseve ; 
thofe Sacred Articles» it, isno, lefs.neceflary..that, we Cnder- 

ftand fhe because the.Articles of, - ith arenot the, Words, 
which may he Re epested, by Parrars ;- but their rs ; which Senfe , 

is to be enquired into fo much: the more: carefuby ; becaufe the; ' 
miftaken Senfe of the Article of the itd Trinity, ‘is Sabellianifuty,. 
ot its oppofite 7; ritheifm. And a ne ca oe of the Natures 
Reafon or, Manner of 100% Sayiour’s , big vs ee Phoriniauc.. 

ifm, or, the’ as blamabl SCOTS a gn > st ne ag 
Herelies, that ftand..C ondemned. By the, 

the Catholick, Chiirch’ ae and.are clei 
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and GODS, which is expre/s Tritheifm. He faith, the Fudg- 
ment renders the following Texts, -in thefe. Words, Jn the begin 
ning the GODS Created the Heavens and the Earth, Gen. 1. t. 
Remember thy CRE ATOR in the daysof thy Youth. Eccl, 12. ts. 
Thy MAKERS are thy Husbands. Uiai, 45. s.. Aud inlike man- 


ner about twenty other Texts. Nor hath he (as Mr. Nye obferves) 





- vouchfafed to fay the leaft Word, in abatement, temper or ex- 


eae cheieeate SY Sremmnarinns Beaks not he 


cufe of his Perverfions Of fo many Texts; that were nevér thus 
Tranflated by any. but the Author of the Yudgment : Or of his 
Doéttrine, of. three Infinite BEI N GS, and three Eternal .§ PJ-. 
RIS § tho’ it ftands Condemned ‘as Herefie and Blafphemy, 
by the greateft Authorities (Civil and Ecclefiaftical) of this 
Caachi aan ces a Oe CT eee 

We will not enter into’the detail'of thefe Lerrers, written on 
fo nite a Subject, therefore we’ fhall obferve only that Mr. Nye 
enquires iito the Critical Reafons of thefe' new Tranflations; and 
the extraordinary Doétrine thatisinfered from them He faith, 
they are grounded’on this; that the Hebrew Words for GOD, 
CREATOR, MAKER, have in thofe Texts a plural Termi-. 
nation’, and ‘therefore'are' tendered by the’ Aathor of the Fudg- 
ment, I the plural fignification ; that~is’ to fay,. MAKERS, 
CREATORS, GODS. Mr. Nye ‘Aiiwers, the ploral Ter- 
mination in'the Hebrew doth not denote the plural Number, but 
the /uperlative Degree : When the Hebrews fpeak of a Thing, ‘or 
Perfon, of Superlative either Worth or Dignity, they.exprefsit  . 
by a plural Teriinations which with them, in fuch Cafe, is on- 
ly the Note’ of ‘the fuperlarive Degree. He ‘confirmeth this, by~ 
Examples ; Get 24.9, The Sram put bis band der the Thigh 
Abiahiam bis‘ MASTERS.” Gen. 39. 2. Fofeph was a profperous 
Mita in the’ Houfe of bis DA ASTER S the Egyptian. Gen. 40. 
1. The Butler of the King of Egypt, and his Baker, bad Offended 
thei? EOR DS the King of Egypt. oA faith, “there are a- 
great Number of fuch Texts, in the Books of the Old ‘ Tefta-’ 
ment; in which the plural Termination is only to fignifie the 
eminent Dignity, or other ‘worth, ‘ofthe Perfon or Thing; 
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vinity of our Saviour. He Abridges the. Churche’s Faith into 
three Heads or DiftinGions; and fupports it, bythe: very-clear 
Teftimonies of Fuftin aay the, moft ancient ofthe Farber 
that Collected the Confufed and foattered Parts.of Theology; 
into a regular Syftem; of the Programma of the Emperour f#- — 
frin, that was Subfcribed by all the Greek Churches: Of St. Au- 
ftin, in his 15 Books of the Trinity; whofe Explication hath 
been followed, by. all..the omens.) Canepiis the Divines 
of the Schools, ‘tbe firft Reformers,, and the current of appro- 

ved Writers ever fince. T oe i 
He concludes this Letter, with anfwering fome Objedions ; 
that have been made to that Expofition of thefe Articles, which 
hath been fo long and fo Univerfally received in the Catholick 


Church. he ; 
Second Litter: : 


for. 


The Author of the Sudgment-is almoft wholly. imployed:in 
proving, that the Synagogne or Church of the Jews hath al- 
ways Relieved a Trinity ef Divine Perfons; and the Divinity of 
their (expected) Aeffias: He faith, ’tis but of late that, the 
have departed from the true Faith in thefe Articles. Mr. Nye 
liketh this Propofition, better ‘than he doth the Proofs of it; 
but he faith, all the great Maftersin the Hebrew Learning Laugh 
at both. In particular, he obferves; M iatek adhtak. 

That, the Fathers: who in the- feveral. Ages of (Chriftianity 
Converfed and Difputed with the et do unanimoufly Report, 


. 


that: the Jews believe, but one Per/on-of Ged, and expect that the: 
Meffias state oe only, » He Quotes,’ to this purpofe, the'ex- 
prefs Words of Fuftin Martyr, Origin, St. Athanafim, St. Feront, 
St. Auffin, Leontins, Epiphanius,. and other Fathers. | Be cites 
the Liturgies, or Prayer-Books of the ews; and their Confefii- 
on of: Faith; in-thirteen Articles, which have’ many things'that 
are directly inrended againft the Chriftian Articles of ‘the’ Trinity, 
Divinity and Adoration of the Atefia: Of “his Quotations from | 
the other Jewifh Books, there is one very confiderable 5 in-re-. 
fpect of the Authority of the Author, and clearnefs of his’ 

imony. ‘* There are fome things, in which the Jems; Ada 
“* hometans and Chrijtians do agree 3 as the Novity ‘and Creation 
“of the World; on the Verification of which, doth depend 
“the Verification of Miracles. But the A/ahometans and Chri- 
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ic ftians Have diverfe do&ri that‘are } ‘td themfel¥est: 
“© the! doctrine! (for inftanee) & na hae mar, 
*: Ghriftianss pi té: fete they Wave: cae Nr ag obligeded) 
went fome very’ fingelae: Pri Heapleat Marion: "More Recs 
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“Whereas tie Sid ages would: ‘Eltablitacbelier ehaty: the Jes 
till but lately were Orthodox) “in thé articles’of the Trinity and 
Divinity of the'Meffias, chieBp from Hid abthdrity of Philo Jude 

vb Mir. Nye Affirms; ‘thatthe Aathor GF the Judgment ‘never 
Read any of the books of Philo, but only-in'the’ quotations of 
Chriftopher Santtins, who'hath impofed on-him/ *And hereupon 
Mr. Nye hath Thought fitp'to°Make fuch an -abtigment of the 
works. of Philo, as‘Mr. Du' Pia-hath given'of. Origen’s: hisac-. 
count of Philo, (his Writings, and Opinions) is very largeand) 
particular ; and may well fave one the time, and labour, of 
Reading an Author who isfo Voluminous, and fo Obfcure. On. 
** areview of what he hath Cited out of Philo, Mr. Nye Concludes, . 
thatthe do&rine of Philo, concerning’ GOD, andthe Asy@- or: 
WORD, isinuch liker to the doctrine and belief of the Catholic: 
Ghurch, ‘than to the — ‘of er" te orithe. new te 
See: Hud 
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Yo phor ie Third Lents: : notittog ‘4 if ox 


th this Letter M r. Ny e Confiders dhe pretences of the: Sidieeat 
out:of the ‘books: of. the Old ‘Teftament, and the Apocrypha: 
as alfo,thofe:out of the:Taxgam:,Midrafh tabba,Sepber Ferzira;Z0~' 
hat, Bahir;:qnd the Kabbals cab ichens whountlie Fuaned hath? 
Dignified: with the titleo “Rabbies, bit veho indeed ateEfteemed . 
the Jews asthe Favarits and: Pefts of their Church and: Nation.: 
faith; thefe Kabbaiifts areifuch .Divines as the Alchymifts and: 
Adepts are Philofophers ; and:that they have: Written? in-fuch an: 
obicure and Equivocal Cant; thar your may Graft :whatdenfesiyou> 
“€ven: the moft contra@idory,' oni what they. have Dekiver-:, 
edi, The neareft Parallel tothefe thingshe faith, are the: books-of! 
Jacob, Behmen;-and hisGommentators ‘:andonext to:them, thofé » 
of the;Quakers 3'till Mr. Keith and Mr. Bugg and fomeothers had : 
Obliged..them: :¢ owe fhame) -to‘Jaterpret their follies‘and 
Nepales ¢ wes oh of Orphadenyy aad ogaanendant: A? 
bass ¢blaoW ort to” 
“eet “th mE ont s08 he] Ww “satin Fn 
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This.Letter is on the. Rilibray of Guil. Vorftius ;.an Author well ' 
known by his Tranflations and Editions of divers Hebrew books, 
but a_profeft Socinian.. Mr. Nye faith, as the- Author of the 
Fudgment hath Defended a Trinity, which’ the Catholic Church 
always Diiclaimed ; fo Vorffins, and his Party, Oppofe fuch a 
Trinity.as the Church never Held: briefly. that, eet e two Gen- 
tlemen. have Concerned themfelves ina controverfy that neither 
of them Underftood: ‘He maintains, F, Sociaus had not Read fo 
much*as one Theological Book, when. he fet up for. an 
Herefiarch ; ani that, he Oppofed the do&rines of the Church, 
becaufe he never Underftood them. Mr. Nye Thioks, Andreas : 
Rivetus, Profeffor at Leyden, ‘Had godd reafon ‘to: Make ‘this 
judgment of Socinus ; “Ego in ifto homine ‘nihil Video, preter im-- 
$ \pevitidm omnia Igvior andi, et andaciiim omnia Negandi. 

He Proves from the Raccovian Catechifin, which is the Socini- 
an [yftem of Divinity ; Compofed originally ‘by Socinus, Smalcins, 
and \ Mofestboins at ' Raccon in Poland; that’the' Trini.y which 
Socinus andchis Party Intended* to Oppofe; ‘is a Trinity of fuch’ 
€Divitie)) Perfons as-are Effentially, Aiden ‘not inodally only, Diftin- 
guifhed : in fhort, a Trinity of difbinigt Divine) Effences. But 
the Catholic Clnitch declareth it'to be Herefy, and Tritheifm, 
to afirmibree infinite Effences 5’ fhe Believeth but one he Effence: 
confequently that,” Taking - Per fons j ithe fenfe of (intelligent) 
Effences, ‘God is-but one Perfist, there: bite but one’ intelligent 
(Divite)’ Effence.’| 38° “ 
~\He hath many ‘curious things; ‘acts asetese but havingoiier 
as much already on’ Mr. Nye’s: ‘performance, as thefiature of this 
our Journal will well Admit, we muff Refer the Reader, “for his. 
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An Account of the Nature and'Guilt of Schifm : Being 4 Defence of 
Mr. Burfcough’s Difcourfe of Schifm, in Anfwer to a late amphlet 
on the fame fubjett, pretended tobe defign’d for the Jatisfaction of 
Confcientious and Peaceable Diffenters. Te whith is added, a Speci- 
men of fome Paffages,‘in Mr, Flavils Fountain of Life opened; 
“Recommended to the €onfideration.of them, who have the Care of the 
New Edition of hisWorks. By Humfry Smith 44. 4. Vicar of 
Tountftal and S$. Saviours iz Dartmouth. London, ‘Pritted for 
T. Bennet, and C. Yeo.1701.-8vo. pag. 180. 


‘FN one of ourformer Journals, viz. for the Month of fay 
1699. we gave you.an account of Mr. Burfcough’s Difcourfe 
-of Schifm fince which. there, have.been' two Treatife . publifh’d 
againft it, wz..a:Letter writ by an unknown hand to Mr. Robert 
Burfcough , Ges anda Difcourfe of.Schifm defign’d (as that 
-namelefs Writer pretends) for the Satisfaction of Confcientious, 
and Peaceable Diflenters. Againft.the latter of thofe.it iscthat . 
-our Author has entred the, Lifts, leaving, Mr. Barfcough.to mas 
nage the other fecret Adverfary, : , 
tn the Firlt.Chapter‘therefore Mr, Smith Thews the Abfurdity 
of that Author’s new Definition of Schifm, which is this, vz. 
A needlefs, total,.continueg and uacharitable Separation froma 
‘Church of Chrift.: The feveral‘Parts of this Definition he.con- 
fiders, and obferves as he goes along, what plaufible pretences 
and excofes it affords to the Diffenters from the Church of Eag- 
land {till to keep up their feparation with a fafe Confcience. 
‘But hedefires this Anonymous Writer, “ To lay his hand upon 
‘* his Heart, and ferioufly to confider, whether, to fatisfie the 
“ Confciences of thofe peaceable Diffenters, he writes for, he. 
“ hath notcalld evil good, and put bitter for fweet; whether at 
“ the fame time, that he acknowledgeth Schifm to be finful; — 
“ he-hathnot, by this ftrange Defcription of it, made itfucha 
“ ‘kind of thing, as notwithftanding all the fad Divifions, we - 
‘have fo much reafon to Lament, is hardly any where to be. 
**. metwith.? Yea, whether he hasnot done whatin him lies, to 
aa yy the _ of Be sign age 5 > to rend it into ~ 
rx parties, to -make it iffue at leagth a" Se 
“* and. Ruin ? eee ita " Laying 
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ng ¢hétefite the Defibition of Schiftn:a te, Mr, Smith in 
the f requ of ‘his TraG ‘uridertakes. (1. Bibb Wer the true 
Notion of Schifm, out of the Mift his Antagonift’ tas Jabour’d 
toinvolve itin. (2.) To thew the finfulne sof it, which the 
other endeavours to ‘extentate. (3) To let the Reader We 
how little fervice that Authors many DiftinG@ions will do, 
excufe it. And (4,) To difcover the Miltake of foite chs. 
ritable Reflections, he has taken the Liberty of in his Pamphlet. 
After Mr. Smith in the Beginning of the Second Chapter has - 
confidered the infufficiency of his Adverfaries feveral- Notions 
about Schifm, which he fays may indeed be the Caufes or Effects 
or Attendants of Schifm, bnt not the Schifin it felf; hethen pro- 
ceeds to fhew what that is, to which the Name of Schifm is 
commonly given. And tho’ feveral Definitions of it are to be 
met with, in both Ancient and Modern Authors, yet he is con- 


‘tented with that which Mr. Burfcough makes us of, viz. That 


Schifm is a Caufelefs Breach of outward Ecclefiattical Communi- 
on: and the Perfon who breaksthe External Communion of the 
Church, without a Canfe fufficient, to warrant fuch a Praétice, 
is guilty of the Sinof Schifm. For the farther illuftrating of this. - 
he propofes to confider (1..) What outward Ecclefiaftical Com- 
munion is. (¢2.) How fuch a Communion may be broken... 
And (3-) What Canfe is a fufficient Warrant for fo doing. : 
As to the firft of thefe’he tells us, That itis the Communion « 
which is vifibly maintain’d by the Members of the Church of 
Chrift, as they meet topechin, Werthip.: Affemblies, to per- 
form. folemn Duties of Religious The Nature of this - 


‘Communion he illuftrates be taking a View ofit in the Primitive - 


Practice thereof, on the firft eftabliftment of the Chriftian 
Church at Yerufalem § concerning which we read that the Mem- - 
bers thereof, were not only of one Heart and of one Soul, which - 
was their Internal’ ‘Communion; but that, they alfo continued: 
Stedfaft in the Apoftles Dorine and 'Felldwhhip, and in break-- 
ing of Bread pat in Prayets: That all ofthem were tog bher: ;: 
and That they continued daily with’one accord in the en 
nt de her fac aii i nie is, that they did. 
not divide ves into fl rties, for the. Wo i 
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was ya me thea ane ware nd of ie Work 
For eit ‘i Nattinetes of shy: Church, which was, 
to fprdadvits fe if ove he Fact ofthe whole Earth ; it was ftill to, 
be One ony one Rel eligi Hs 5 Roxperatn or Society :.And.all 
- that Were or-thould be of it, Soafsaneathy to behave themr, 
felvés as Members of ie ody Vis... 
he fecond Point, vz, how fuch a Communion, may be ea: 
Ken, our Authors clears by the olor Initance ,“* The Natio- 
¢ nal Charch: efta blifhed in England , being a true part of the 
. ‘* Catholick chore h, he whofe irs call him to remove from. 
one part of the Kingdom. to another, jis suilty of no Breach of, 
* wei taapibe’ if “he. joins himfelf to the lawful Affembly for. 
* publick Worthip, in the Parifh. whither he, goes,. as Wellas he. 
did i in that from whence he came. But thofe who will not join 
‘with fuch Affemblies, but either feek out Affemblies already. in, 
““aState of Separation, whether of Papifts,. Presbyterians, ln-. 
“‘ dependants, Anabaptilts, Quakers; orelfedraw away Follow. 
“ers and begin a New one, under either of thofe, or fome other 
© Denomination; fuch perfons, he fays, aé no longer i in this Ref- 
“nett, as becomes vifible Members of the one Catholick Church, 
“¢ of which the National Church is fuppofed to be a true part, 
“and fo have broken the External Communion of it. 
Asto the lat particular, viz. what Caufe is fufficient to ex- , 
cule. fuch 4 Breach ftom ‘the Sin. of Schifm? Mr. Smith obf rves 
that nothing can jaftifie it, but only, fomewhat that is mani fly . 
Sinful: i.e. if any part ofthe Catholick Church, fhould impofe , 
fach Terms of Communion upon its Members as are apparently. 
Sinful, and forbidden by the Law of God ; then the Members , 
may edongh i Conttience to withdraw. themfelves from , the, 


dj parte! this their feparation, isn0 - 
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fa, _! Comimunion with the Catho- | 
hurch,’ vat only depart Sad that Corrupt part of it, with 
‘Terms of (acute | 
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rupt Minifters, our Author proves na Faralide 
and the infofficiency of thefe Ex¢ufés. . 92 | ii the a¢ 510 
In 'thethird Chapter Mr. Smith’ goes on to contider the ‘Guile 
of Schifm, and wherein it chiefly confifts. That Schifmh is very 
criminal, will, he thinks, eafily'appear?to' him, that fhall ‘but 
duly refieét, on the: Frequency -and Barneftnefs of thofe Exhor- 
tations, which plainly condemn it, in Holy’ Scripture. “'He'far- 
ther takes notice, that nothing ‘is: recominetided ‘in 'the ‘New 
Teftament, to al} the. Difciples of Jefus Chrift with: Pk 
force of Expreffion than Agreement, and Peate, and Unity, 
Love ; and.-that confeqnently thofe ingredients of Schifi ‘aie | 
fention,. UnpeageablenefS:and Divifion, mult'needs ‘be'h any 
Offences.» In fhewing wherein the Sinfalnefs of" Schifn'cor | 
he fayss. (1): That! acaufelefs Breach of outward Ecckefiathi 
Communion is a Contempt ofa Divine Inftitution'seve 
of our Blefled Lord himfelf, whofe'Defign and Apj "io nel ant 
was, that the Church fhould. ‘be clofely United tove 
‘Body of People, under. :himfelf: the’ Head eat é ter ld 
one Fold; uader one Shepherd.) (22)! That #Gat es 
Ecclefiaftical Gommunion isialfo Sinful; “becaule it a! 
ence to the Authority: of Chirift,:even ‘that which Pann 
mitted tothe Governonts aid Paftors‘of his Ghurch’ Vestn 
it.is fo, becaufe. itis contrary to thofe Evan élical 
which are more sgeriliasl) of the Spirit and'F } 
Mtianity, fuch as umility, Sharky ae eee ot - lt a Ng 
) In.thefourth: Chapter Mr. Smith takes'a view" halisad eve 
ral Diftin@ions of 'Schifim, which» his Antagonift ir “ta 
excufe it; And allalong fhews the onedic® Dit erviceab’ 
nefs of thefe nice and fometimes at eee 
fhalhnot enter into aiparticular view: of wh | 
Head, either by the Diftinguiffer ot his Apfwérer. sit allt 
ly prefent you with-a Specimetvof tWOOPH hree'of ‘the molt'c¢ 
ble Diftinéions wich-our Authot’s Reply, her 
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| pe ed with hil But iavthe fecond. fort,. Schilin, ‘ctilpa. 
“ble ae te confit. The. cae arte eat ‘flere in 
-Anfwer.to. this- is, That if the. Modes of: Worhhip, ‘or the Im- 
-pofitions.of Men, :call. them. which: you. pleafe, made ufe of ‘in 
the publick Worhip, of the Chureb of Ex nglandly be ‘indeed Sin- 
fl, itp the Diffeaters are insthe Rigienfand: they vhave a juft 
Caule of Separation. from jit,;; Butit on the other hand, they 
are not Sinful, .yeadf, they, are noidther, but fuch as the Gover- 
nours.of the Charch are impower’d by. the Word of ‘God’ to re- 
quire for Decency, and Order-and. Edification ; being cither the 
very fame, or of, the. fame Nature with what. was ftilk made - 
ule of. in the Charch,of Ghritt in che:pureft. times of it: Then 
to: {cparate, becaufe., of , thefe things, ‘from the Church of 
Ex "a : i540, be manifestly guilty. of: aSchifta from the Catho- 
UCN | 
F In the fixth Diftindiion the ‘Anqayseou: Writer informs us, 
that Schifm is either Total or Partial. Total, when a Per- 
fe ithceas himfelf from all the Ordinances of God, and'will 
more Aflociate in any jone of them ; jand herein he fays, cul- 
eet 2 may be.committed, ‘Partial Schifin '( sccaed bleh 
a) is, when.a,Perfon refufes to joyn in fome patticular Ordi- 
ares and et ad -partial Separation has nothing of Schifin in 
t, the Diftinguifher endeavours to prove from-the Opinion and 
Paice ot she Church of Exgland. For'“*many (fays he) bar 
etimes a wig ‘but. never Communicdte, and yet are 
“ Seer mF sl ans «Neither: were ever the Milltitnde of 
among,:us, called, or. dealt with, by the 
ch. of England,. as: Schifmaticks, for: their feldom or ne- 
“yer a - uD ad Table.” In oppofition to this 
our, Auth . that his, Adverfary is mightily miftaken ia 
Tis, trie; fays Mr.Smirh, ovr Church | 
01 ty ss REG ernie 
yea.exprefsly Waras,and. Orders them-not to come with- 
atance : mtg eres 
haga GA their rothret: in all the Parts: 
ommM unk ite gnly.‘in fome of: > r0¢ 
tefl, fhe cagnot;buticonfider them 
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of "this he EN Ewer eftir 
arid Dean ‘Sherlock, Secactl Bij ‘of the Churc ’ 
tliat of all thofe who compiled the Commo -Prayer afd 
that have!affented to it fince, who were and are’o on eine Dy one | 
fuch anegle& of the Lord’s Supper, is a_wicked sacaiten that. 
is, a Schifm: And that they who. never geen the Table of | 
our Lord, notwithftanding their joyning, in other GRR 
aré called Schifinaticks in ott Church. 

Having confidered whatfoever had any appracics f Argu- . 
nient inthe Anonymous Writer’s Difcourfe of Schifm; our 
Author in the laft Chapter enquires into the iadharitable Re- 
fiections and i er caft upon the Ancient pg nies = 
Chriftian- Church, on ny Fi Aerie of th Fite F Eng iy ee 
thé Church of Eny gland ah ters is phn R bg oti 
very eminent Mato i Abin | tcl z ES r. Burf- 

cough mote'pat ticularly. But we chute phat rah rs 
in filence, fince. they do not enter into the bagi aule 5 
and aa ne che i nh Ca at Pt 
meat, as 2 fign ren a uf} 
nel of aBad Canfe.. sa 
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Vindication. Herein our. Author, propotes. (1... Fo.confirm 


what he hath faid “of Church Union... C2.) To:fet dawn. fome 
ARIE PEO RE GE HEART te ee 
chifin. (3.) To examine the things that are chiefly in.debate 
between them, on.the fame Subje@.. (4) To review the things 
that have been faid-in Defence ofthe Separation, and to confirm 
his Anfwersto them:. And  (5,) To-enquire into other things - 
which his Adverfary has brought ito - the: Controverfie, or 
which may incidentally require Confidetation. This in fortis 
the fubftance of what Mr, Burfcough treats of at. large. in his. 
Book now before us, in five diftincd SeGions: But to defcend a. 
little into thofefeveral particulars: . 3 

I. He ‘firft of all Recapitulates what he had in his Difcourfe 
of ‘Schifm advanced coucérning the Union of the-Church Mem- 
bets, and takes notice what his Opponent objedts againft it; Next 
he tells us, that to preferve the Unity of the whole.Body, two 
thiags are more efpecially requifite. .(1.) That every Chrifti- 
an actually Communicate with that found part of the Catholick 
Church. which he finds where.he. refides; or where Divine Pro-. 
vidence cafts his Lot. © (2.) That Private Chriftians obey, the, 
Spiritual Guides that are therein lawfully Eftablifh’d. After 
this, he Replies to fevetal Queries rais’d by the Diffenters. 

~As firft, “if the-Holy~Scripture no~ where’ Juftifies Bifobe= 
“ dience to Superiours in things Indifferent, was there any rea- 
“ fon, tor,the Impofition of them,? To:this our Author Anfwers, 
that\there was.a neceflity of Impofing fomething.of- that Nature; 
and, that thereyis. a fufficient Ground for it, from: the Prattice 
of the Apoftles and their Succeflors inthe beft Ages. «\ os 

The fecond Querie runs thus: “ But. did»the. Primitive: Bi- 
“ fhopsimpofe fuch things as Conditions of Communion, orlay 
“ fuch weight on themvas the(Church of England does? To this 
Mr. Burfcough replies. (t.) That the Impofers in thefe early 


Times; SSPE ESTET indifferent.to, the People, ,whether they 
woula not obey. their PH att 


Jojnnétions.ornot,. They thought 
1¢ People; would fubmit themifelves to Authority, and not 
that Authority {honld bend it felf.to their different Hymours and 
Inclinations. (2.) That the Church of England wn greater 
_ Weight upon.the Ceremoni smo.cin Agena t declares 
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Changes.and Alterations penie be made therein, as to thofe that are in 
Place of Authority, fheuld from time to, time either prove Neceffary or 
| Expedient. This'he fays you may Read in the Preface before the 
Comnron-Prayer, which adds, that although rhe keepirg or omits 
ting of a Ceremony, in it [elf confider’d, is but afmall thing; yer the 
willful and contemptuous Tran[greffion and breaking of the Common Or- 
der and Difcipline, ts no finall Offence before God. | #5 
As to the Objection, . that the Church: makes the Ceremonies. 
Conditions of Communion, with which the Diffenters make fo 
great a-Noife, our Author obferves that it is very frivolous, and 
that upon thefe two Acconnts. (1.) Becaufe fome fuch things 
muit be allowed, or we can have no Communion amongft us at 
al], and here he inftanees as to the Place, Time and Manner of et 
publick Worfhip, which not being determin’d by Scripture,, 
muff be Prefcribed and Appointed by Human Authority for the 
fake of Decency, and to avoid Diforder and Confufion. (2.) 
That the Ceremonies are Conditions of our Communion, is 
not out of any Opinion of any Vertue afcribed to them, but is 
only by Accident: As inal] Governments things that are indif- - 
ferent in their own Nature, being enjoyn’d, become neceffary 
in their Ufe. ere : ris 
Tl. ‘In the next Se@tion Mr. Barfcough'fets down fome Articles, 
wherein he and his Adverfary are agreed concerning the Na- 
ture of Schifm: They are Agreed (1.) That Schifm is aSin,. 
and that it is'as liable to Eternal, Punifhment, as any other Sin. 
whatfoever. (2.) That Schifm,’in the Notion of it, is a Caufe- 
lefs Separation from and Breach of Ecclefiaftical Communion. 
(3.) That it is a Schifm of a higher Degree, when’ it proceeds 
beyond a caufelefs Separation, and the Perfons concern’d therein 
fet up Oppofite Churches and Officers without Authority 5 or 
joyn with them. (4.) That it is a higher degree of Schifm, 
when they that‘ are engag’d in it, conftitute: Officers without 
Authority; or take'to themfelves:Paftors that’ have no’ lawful 
Miflion or Ordination! '¢$') That the EGeAs OF Schifin' ate ves 
ry gtievous. And here ‘our ' Author ‘takes notice°of “feveral 
Conceffions granted by his Adverfary, ‘by which he hoped that 
he was not far from an’ A@commddation; tho’ it feems, 
wiiat follows, that lie was: riot’ fq near it’as' Mr. Birfroughim 
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_JU.-~Our-Author therefore proceeds in the third Seion to 
examine the things that are chiefly in debate-between him and his 
Adverfary ; which he reduces to thefe three Queries; (1.) 
Whether the Separation of the Diffenters from the Church of 
England be not Caufelefs. (2.) Whether they have not increas’d 
their Guilt by fetting up Oppofite Churches and Officers, or 
joining with them. (3.) Whether their prefent Paftors have 
any juft Title tothe Miniltry. 

As to the: firft of thefe Queries, Mr. Burfcough, from the’ 
Words of the Letter-Writer, tells.us that the Sum of what the 
Diffenters offer in their Vindication is to this Effe&: “ They 
‘* >lead, that however they donot think it utterly unlawful or 
“ sbfolutely Sinful to communicate with the Church of Englard,’ 
‘¢ yet this made it only matter of Liberty and not of. Neceffity ; 
“That for their Compliance with the Church at oné time, and. 
“ refufing it at another, they have the Example of St. Paul to 
‘“¢ juflifie them: That. notwithftanding Conformity was their 
. * Duty when they knew no better, or could have no better, at 
“© nrefent it is not expedient, and confequently Sinful: Laftly, 
*“¢ that they diflike the Ceremonies of the Church, becaufe of 
*¢ their pearnefs of Kindred to graven. Images, and becaufe they 
“* arecondemna’d ‘by the Holy Scriptures. _ All. thefe pretences 
hetakes into ferious Examination, and Endeavours to-confate. . 

The. Second Enquiry admits of no great Difpute, fince if. the 
Diffenters Separation be Caufelefs, it will follow, that their fet- 
ting up of oppofite Churchesand Officers, or joining with them,, 
adds to their Sin.of Separation; and that they have thus erected. 
Altar.againft Altar, according to the Ancients Expreflion, and 
-entred into a Formal Schifm, asthe Moderns Style it, is manifeft 
he fays to all the World, in their having deferted the Eftablith’d 
Church and revolted from its Paftors, and in having form’d 
themfelves into other Bodies, and chofen other Officers, Inde- 
pendaaton the former, and divided from them. as 

| As to the third and laft Enquiry, whether the Paftors chofen 
‘by the Diffenters have any juft title, or lawful-Call to the Mini- 
ftry ; this being confeffedly on both fides of the higheft Moment, 
Mr. Burjfcough examines it more particularly. And here he takes 
oecafion oF thewing how infufficient the Diffenters plea is in this, 
Cafe, drawn from the Praétice of the Reformed Churches a- 
broad. For tho” the Proteftant Churches beyond Sea, in depart- 
ing from the Corruptions of the Church of Rome, had not the 
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\Happinefs of: Epifeopal Ordination, ; yet none. of them pretend- 
éd'tothe Miniftry at firft but foch as had an-£xtreordinary ‘Call 
by the Divitte’ Mflata, “which they always diftinguihh’d from the 
Inpulfe of '@ heated’ Or Enthufiaftical Brain, and fet Rules and - 
Boundsto- difcern the true from the falfe Teachers: And after 
thofe Paftors of an Extraordinary Call were fettled, none were 
adinitted' inte the Miniftry but after the Ordinary, way... So that 
(as Our-Author argues) this does not juftifie the Diffenters from 
the Chureh pf England in their making Choice of Separate Paftors, 
fince from the beginning of the Reformation in this Nation there 
were Bifhops, and Epifcopal Ordinations adminiftred in a Regu- 
lar Way, and none ought to be admitted. to the Miniftry without 
‘fuchan Ordination, where it may behad. — - 

But this it feems does not fatisfie the Diflenters of our Nation, 
they plead for the Validity of Ordinations by Presbyters without 
Bifhops, and’contend that this was the Primitive Practice. But 
what Grounds fuch an Opinion has our Author enquiresinto, in 
confidering this Queftion, Whether the Power of Ordination 
was committed to meer Presbyters? And here he replies to 
ate Queries or Demands, rais'd by his Adverfary oa- this 
Subject. i : | | | 

Firft, he demands, “* how. it can be prov’d that Simox, who ” 
** wascalled Niger, or Lucius of Cyrene, or Adtanaen, who were 
“* commanded from Heaven, 4s 13.1,2. to ordain Paul and 
“* Barnabas were any of them, at that time, any more than mere 
““Presbyters, as to matter of Office. Tothisour Author replies. 
that the holy Scripture fays not a Word of their being Presby- 
ters at all, but declares that they were Prophets, and that 
it was by the Command of the holy Ghoft, that. they fepara-. 
ted Barnabas and Saul, and laid hands on them. _.And, that 
if mere Presbyters are Prophets, aid have, the like Command 
from Heaven, they may Perform the like Work; -otherwile 
their. Claiming it from hence, would be an Impious Pre- 
fumption. ety oats 

Secondly, he demands, “ where ’tis found in all the Books 
“ of the New Teftament, not. only that amere Presbyter, but 
that any fingle ‘Perfon, whether, Bifho », oF Evang ift. or 
“ Apoftle, or any other, befide our Lord Jefas Chrift hi jet, 
nce of Or igation, .without the 


+ \@id tba this Ordina Or din: L 
Omie others, more or lefs of the Presbytery, ; bo 
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thi Mr. Burfectigh anfwers, That there cannot with any fhew 
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of Reafon any Inftances in Scrip pture be pretended, that they did 
it by any fuch afliftance, ‘unlefs it be the very place in Queftion : 
‘And. That it is fufficient that St. Pax antes to 7 imothy,. Lay hands 


fuddenly on no Man, and required Titus to ‘Ordain Elders. in 
every Church. , For neither was Timothy a Multitude, nor Titus 

4 Colledge, neither had the one or,the other any Affociates 
joi | in Commiffion with.them, for the work of Ordination... 

Thirdly, Mri Burfeougl?s Antagonitt propofes.a Cafe, which 
he takes to be poflible, tho he hopes it. will never, be real. 
“¢ Suppofe the Churches of Chrift, fays he, thould be reduc’d to 
“ avery few, and. the Bifhops of thefe Few fhould all turn He- 
“ reticks or Perfecuters of the Orthodox, and caft them out of 
*¢ their Communion: Muft the whole Church then be extin& for 
** Jack ot a Bifhop, to head them? Or. would you expeé to ‘have 
“one rais'd trom the Dead, or feat. back out of Heaven to do 
“it? To thefe groundlefs fp Ofitions and Queries our Author 
givesthis general Anfwer, Phat Jefus Chrift will preferve his 
Church againft the Gates of Hel and that the Promife of his 
favourable prefence which he made. to his Apoftles, reaches to 
their Sutctflors to the end of the World. 

Fourthly, asfor Antiquity, thé Letter-Writer fays, « There 
** is nothing more clear than that inthe Primitive Churches the 
“*’ Bifhops and their Presbyters always acted in Conjunction in all 
** acts of Church Difcipline, both of Excommunication, Reftau- 
“ ration, Confirmation, and Ordination: And in the Banifh- 
“ment or Abfence of their. Bifhups, the. Presbyters alone, 


ie 


-* without the Prefence of any other Bifhop, did, by his order 


** and Ailowartice, execute all that the Bifhop was to have done in 
“ Perfon among them, “* To this Mr. Burfcough replies, that 
what his Navertary has here advanc’d as a moft Evident Truth,is 
a Palpable Falfehood : That this does not reach to Mere Presby- 


‘ters ‘ordaining other Presbyters: That they (the Diffenters) 


have'no fuch Allowance from their Bifhops: and That St. Jerom, 
“how much foever he exalted the Office of aPreybyter, yet never 
pretended that they had a right of ordaining others, fince he fays 
‘exprefly, Quid enim facit, excepta Ordinatione, Epifcopus, quod 
Presbyter non, faciat ? i.e. What doth a Bifhop that a Presbyter 
cannot do, except Ordination ? 
Fifthly: the Letter-Writer fays, “ ‘There was a time,, within 
the’ Memory. of’ Man, that our [the Englfb| Bithops” were 
“* banifi'd from the Clergy of England, and what,was the Church 
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“Sof England then Extin®, and cut off from the: Head Chrift ? 
“¢ Doth external:Salvation go and come with Lawn-Sleeves ? In 
anf{wer to this our Author tells his Adverfary, that it had been 
more: for the Reputation of his Party, rather to have omitted 
this Jeft on Salvation and Lawn-Sleeves, than to have brought 
to our Remembrance the time when they Expell’d the Bifhops 
from their Government, and Imprifon’d .and Perfecuted them 
with the utmoft Fury; notwithftanding they were found in the 
Faith, and generally of great Eminence for Learning and Piety 
of Converfation.. However tho’ the Sefaries did al) they could 
by theirill Treatment of the Bifhops to deftroy the Churcliof 
England, yet Mr. Burfcough obferves that their Hands could not 
perform their Enterprize; That whilft the Perfecution raged, 
the Bifhops did in fome meafure exercife their Office, fome of 
them inthe Ordination of Presbyters; That in fhort, the Face 
of Affairs was then very difmal, and the Church was grie- 
voufly Perfecuted, but: not Forfaken: caft down, but not de- 
ftroyed. 

Upon the whole matter our Author affirms, that as far a3 he 
cau yet find from Scripture, the Power of Ordination’was never 
committed tomere Presbyters: Nor are there are any Footfteps of 
itin Antiquity. Thatifthe Presbyters had fuch a Right, ic can- 
not be imagined’ how they fhould quit it immediately after the 
Apoftles Days, and no Complaint rais’d of it for filteen hundred 
Years together, nor any Claim of any fuch Power made by any 
of the Presbyters before the fourth Century 3 when Acrius and 
others oppofed:Epifcopacy, » who. were foon'expell’d’ from the 
Churches, and could no where gain an Eftablifhment, and 
— Character was fuch ascould not give Reputation to any 
Caufe. Js ah : 
But fuppofing that niere Presbyters might*Conflitute others of . 
their own Rank, .yet. fays our Author) it doth not follow that 
they could Ordain Timothy, who wasa Bifhop'and’had Jurifdicti- 
on over. them: That according to St. Chry/offome, -they were 
Bifhops that impos’d Hands on him ; and Theodorer fays, that 
the Apoftle calls thofe.the Presbytery who received the Gift of 
the Apoftlefhip, as theScripture calls the Honoured in //rael a 
Senate. . He farther adds, he ‘Ancients concluded, that ‘they 
muft: be:Ecclefiaftical Officers ‘of the higheft Rank, ‘becaufe as 
St. Ambrofe tells us, it was not Juft or Lawful for any Inferiour 
to Ordain his Superiour. ! b) 
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Here he takes occafion to anfwer feveral Objectioris rais’d up- 
on the Word TTeteéviéerer, which the Diffenters would have to 
lignifie the College of Presbyters, and gives his Reafons to prove 
that the Perfons in the Text were not mere Presbyters: How- 
ever to prevent all Cavilling, he is contented for once to fuppofe 
that they were; yethe fays, it does not.follow from hence, that 
others who at this time affume that Title have the Power of Or- 
dination. To make this appear, Mr. Burfcough tells us,’ (1.) 
it isto be confidered that St. Paw! himfelf Ordained Tsmorhy, 
and fays to him on this occafion, I pat thee in remembrance that 
thou {tir up the Gift of God which is in thee, by the putting on 
of my Hands, 2 Tim.1.6. And if he Condefcended to call to 
his Affiftance fome Inferiour Officers, for the greater Solemnity 
of the AGion, it does not follow, that they could do it of them- 
felves without him; and much lefs that they could do it in op- 
pofition to him, or to any other 'that fhould be in the fame Sta- 
tion with him. (2.) If mere Presbyters had the Power of Or- 
dination, when they are fuppofed to have conferr’d it upon Timo- 
thy, it may well be thought to have been fome Perfonal Priviledge, 
_ which they only had for atime, or that died with them; becaufe 

we find no Marks of itin fucceeding Times. And (3.) The 
Office which Timothy had was given him by Prophecy : His Or- 
dination then, if the Way of Arguing much’ ufed among the 
Diffenters be Good, muft have been an extraordinary thing, and 
is not to be drawn into Precedent, except in Parallel Cafes. 
But, fays our Author to his Adverfary, “‘ Your Paftors, I fup- 
“* pofe, donot pretend that they were mark’d out by Prophecy, 
“* or diftinguifhed by a particular Revelation ; and they cannot 
a ereres® here find any Defence of their pretences to the Mi- 

niftry. «+ . ) shat | 
_. We have enlarg’d the longer on our Account of this laft En- 
- quiry, fince ’tis of the higheft Importance; and if (as Mr. Barf- 
cough endeavours to prove) the Paftors chofen by the Diffenters 
have no Lawful call to the Miniftry, then the Guilt of Schifm 
lies very hard upon them who are the Heads and Leaders of it, 
however excufable the indifcreet and unthinking People whoare 
feduced and drawn afide by them may be. But we fhall not De- 
termine any thing our felves with refpe@ to this Debate, we 
leave the Fair and Candid Readers to judge of it according to the 
DiGates of their Confciences, and to make fuch an Application 
ef it to themfelves as they shall think moft Reafonable —— 
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An Account of this Book being Communicated to’ us we think 


oO 


__ fit to give it to the Learned World juft as we had it. 


Erudite Pronunciationis Catholici Indices, ec. That , Univerfal 
Tables for the true Pronunciation of all Latin Wordss aWork altogc- 
ther neceffary for any one who would Read or Speak with a dhe Accent 
either in publick or in private Difcourfe. Compiled by Ph. Labbe, 
of the Society of Jefus. Newly Review’d and Publifl’d with fome 
Additions and Notes. By Edw. Leedes, Mafter of S. Edmunds- 
Bury-School. Printed for R. Clavel, and J. Chamberlain of 
Bury. 1701. 8vo. Pag. 191. © 


T having been obferv’d by Learned Men, that Miftakes in the 
Pronunciation of Latin Words, either in Reading or Speaking, 
do render ridiculous, even Perfons who have fome pretence to 
Scholarfhip , a Remedy hereof has been at feveral times endea- 
vour’d by many who were-skilful in the Grammatical Science ; 
but either the Difeafe has been but lightly touch’d or unhappily 
attempted, before this Author undertook it, out of pure refpect 
to the Lovers of the Latin Tongue. For who, fays he, can en- 
dure to hear Adamantinus, Alaricus, alioguin, aud a thoufand 
fuch like fall from the lips of any Scholar ? | 
To obviate this, he has rang’d all Poly/ylable Words Alphabe- 
tically under two Heads, wiz.. fuch whofe fecond Syllable from 
the laft is long, and fuchas have it fhort. (For, by the way, 
we take it to be peculiar to the Latin Tongue, that it has no word 
bearing an Accent in the Ultima) But, left the Work fhould 
have {well’d too much, the Author has by a few Rules in his’ 
Praenotanda par’d off avery great Number of Words, which, 
had they been inferted, befide the ufelefs Addition of Bulk, 
would have rendered the fearch after fuch as were doubtful, 
more Perplexed and Intricate. So that this Book prefents the 
Enquirer with the Quantities of fome thoufands of Words not 
to be found in Smetiw, the Gradus ad Parnaffam, &c. nor any of 
the Lexicographers, 
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As for Authorities, it muft be confider’d, that to have annex’d 
them, would haye.nade the .Book above. twice as big, and. pro- 
portionably dearer, whereas little room can be left for doubr, 
after the Affirmation of fo great an Author as Monfieur Labbe, . 
and the Examination’ of fo Excellent a°Critick as Mr. Leeds, 
who has been fo kind to the Atthor and'to the Learned ‘World, 
as to over-look this Edition, and to make fuch Animadverfions 
through the Woke were ps and uae 
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The faite Editér’ ni alfo newly Publiitea a litcle Piece of the 
fame Author, whereof "rwill be fufficient to give a Title at 
large. sar fe 
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Veteres Posed Citati ad Petri Labbei de poe Grecarum: Void 
lium in Prioribus Sylabis Menfura (Ubi confirmanda effet) con- 
firmandum ‘Sent entinm, néczon ad indicandam quibus Vocibaslicet 
Corripere Vocalem Lovganante alteraii in eadensdittiones\Opera. 
& Gura Edwardi-Leedes, in Schola Burien{i ad actiendos'Ado- 
lefoenrium- Animos, serga.Poefes Studipme(cum ipfe' Poeta. 
‘non fit}. Coris Vice aennigneres | tian a Rabete aim vet. 
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De Veteribiis Greconsin ‘Romanoramque Cyclis, Obiterd: de 
“Cyclo Judzorunmetate Chrifti Differtationesdecem, ‘cum Ta- 
— neceflariis; Gc. i. e.:Ten Differtations concerning thé' Anci- 

mt: Cycles of the ‘Greeks and: Romans, together with fome  flore 
\ Acbabs af the Fewifb: Cycledin the time. of Chriff ; Toitbhich are. 
added: foot Netefuty Tables, wherein are Inferted "fc Fragments 
vf thé_Ancients: as ‘telate toc Ghronelogy;: never before Publifh'd. 
Being: a Treatife very requifite for the due. underftanding of Ancient 

ory both the Greek, Roman and Sacred. By Henry Dod- 
ele Mow. Oxfords Pribred atthe Theater, and- to. be fold by 


Bo: ‘Tooke, London, L7Ol inde pag 919. 


HIS large Theatifes is (asthe Title-pake importé) divided 
» jnto tén diftin@ Diflertations. In the Firft our Author 
aflerts the-Oivil Ufe' of_the’Cycle invented by AZo: In the fe- 
cond he flews the fame with refed to the Cycle of Calippres : a 
the thitd he treatsof the? Athtnian Cycles that Were more Snci- 
ent than’ A@to: In'the fourth of the Civil Cycles of the Olmpi- 
ads? Inthe fifth of the Delpbick and’ Baotick Cycles : Inthe fixth’ 
of the Jfthmian Games, and the Corinthian and Sicilian Cycles: In 
the feventh of the Nemean and _Argolican Cycles : Inthe eighth of 
the" Lacedémonian Cycles, and of: the Magiftrates mention'’d by 
Xenophon, to theEndlof the Peloponnefian Wart Inthe Ninth of 
the Afacedonian, and therein by the By of the Femifh* Cy eles’: : 
Andia theTenth‘of. the!Aacient’ Cycles of the Romans. — | 
aa cannot be expected that ‘we: ihould ron throogh thé while,» 
ivean accurate Abftra@ of what is contaia’d in all of any of 
“Differtations ; - fincethat-would ‘be too tedious § we 
thetefore only account: for what is’ moft remarkable in fome of 
he 4 which may ferve asa Specimen, ' whereby. the Léirited’ 
ses Biden Judgment'of the Ufefulnefs of alt 
the: 


In the Sri Differtation, wherein Mr. Dedwel treats of the Gis 
eCycle invented »he'begins with telling 

int ling's0'difcourfe cho Atcicot Forut-of 

nates <g ihe has inverted the Metliod hitherto: made oie 

trie aol 5 inate ie 63s and ealematehel proce ' 
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<with them from the moft Ancient to the more Modern times, he 
has thought fit to begin with the latter as being more certain, 
and from them to trace backwards to Antiquity. “And here he 
obferves that the Times which are the cleareft are fuch as afford 
the moft and cleareft Examples drawn from the Aftronemical 
Motion’ of the Heavens, and which are to becompar’d with the 
Julian Period : That the Cycle of the Grecian Year, during the 
Flourifhing State of that. Country, was no other than that of 
Meto and his Follower Calippus, who corre&ted the miftakes of 
the former: And that thofetimes were the Moft famous for the 
Production of Learned Writers, efpecially Hiftorians. Nay, he 
adds farther, that we have not any Hiftorian extant of a more an- 
cient Date than A/eto. 

Having premis’d thus much, he proceeds to prove the Civil 
Ufe of AZeto’s Cycle, which he does ¢r.)) From the Teftimony 
of Diodorus, whofe Words are, 4:3 uéyet Tov nab? nas yedyay as 
veer Tey "EAatvow yeeveval TH Cvvtange nar ngidd 8 dbalavddyran tis 
araSeat: ¢,e. Hitherto even down toour times molt of the Greci- 
ans have not been miftaken in making ufe of the Enneadecacteride, 
‘ (2.) .Becaufe. Afro was the firft who fix’d the beginning of the 
Year at. the Summer So//tice for Civil ufe, and before this Cycle of 
Meto we have no mention made of the Annual Magiftrates of 
' Athens. ( 3.) Becaufe this Cycle of AZeto was eftablifh’d by him 
for the fake of. the Civil Feftivals, which according to his Ob- 
fervations on the Solar and Lunar. Motions were fix’d, and came 
to be the fame every Eight Years. (4.) He evinces the fame 
from the Teftimony of Dionyfius Halicarnarf{aus , Feftus Avienus 
and. Aratus. . 

After this Mr. Dodwed tells us, that the Lunar Months fix'd by 
Meto were thefame with thofe obferv’d by the Athenians in their 
Civil Affairs. Then he engages ina Conteft with Scaliger, and 
takes into Confideration the Civil Years of the Prytauites, or 
Judgesof Arhers, and fhews how. much Scaliger is miftaken in his 
account thereof. But. leaving the Learned Reader, whofe Ge- 
niuslies this way, toentertain himfelf with a farther view of this 
Differtation and the next, we fhall proceed to give fome account 
of the Third. . ’ Zs 

Herein our Author Treats of the Cycles of the Athenians pre- 
tended to be more ancient, than that of AZo, anslgigoe this point. 
fhews, That. Astronomy. was not; fo. ancient among the Greeks, 


as they boaft-of ; That it could, not be, more ancient than the 
times 
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times of the Perfian Kings, when the Greek. Hiftorians and Natu- 
ral Philofophers began firft to write: That there are not any 
Obfervations either Greek or Roman, older than thofe to be met 
with in the Epocha of Wabonaffar : That the Do@rine of Eclipfes 
among the Greeks, Latins and Egyptians are of a frefher date than 
the -4ra of Naboraffar, fince they were n6t as yet inftruéted in 
the Obliquity of the. Zodiack, fo requifite for a due infight into 
the Nature of Eclipfes.. As. to the Solar Eclipfe he tells usthat 
Thales firft difcovered it, and that Hefied Cotemporury with Thales 
had fome Notion of the Obliquity of the Zediack. And here 
he takes an occafion of treating of the time wherein Homer 
Flourifh’d, which he fays was after the 23d. Olympiad. This he 
undertakes. to evince from the Teftimonies of Theopompus and 
Euphorion, as alfo from. the feveral ages.of Arétinus, Midas, A- 
rifteas, Terpander, Lycurgus, and Epimenides, which are alk - 
prov’d to be later than the fixing of the Olympiads. Upen the | 
whole he thinks it very probable that Homer was not fo Ancient 
as fome have fancy’d himtobe. After this Mr. Dodwel accounts 
for the Cycles in Ufe among the Athenians before Aero, the Ear- 
lieft of which he fays was that of Thales, who corrected the Civil 
Year according to the Rules of Aftronomy, tho neither his, nor 
Solon’s, nor any that followed were fo well contrived as that of 
Meto. But without entring into a further Difquifition of thefe 
matters, we ‘hall go onto take a fhort View of what is contain’d 
in the two laft Differtations. 3 

In the Ninth he treats of the Adacedoniar,and by the Bye of the 
FewifhCycles. And here our Author obferves, that the Cycles 
among the moft Ancient A/acedonians are the fame with thofe of 
the Athenians: That the Beginning of the Year was alike with: 
both, as alfo the Method and Order of their Months. After a 
greatmany Curious and Learned Remarks on this Subje@, very 
proper for the Entertainmeut of Great Scholars and Chronologifts, 
he paffes on to the Yemifh Cycles, comparing them as-he goes 
along with the Prophane Periods.of time. | 

The tenth Differtation is upon.the Ancient Cycles of the Ro- 
mans, on Which he beftowsa great matiy uncommon Remark 
and fuch as may be very ufeful for the underftanding of Ancient 
Hiftory. Hehasto the whole added feveraliChronological: Tables, 
adapted to thé ufe and right apprehenfion of what is contain’d in 
each Diflertation, Asto the Method obfery’d in the Collecting 


and. 
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and Compiling of thefe Tables we mutt leave to the Judgment 
of thofe who are well verfed in the Science of Chronology. 


; 





A Narrative of the Proceedings of the Lower-Houfe of Convocation, 
relating to Prorogations and Adjournments , from Monday Feb. 
10, 1700. (Englifh Account) to Wednefday Jun. 25. 1701. 
Drawn up by the Order of the Houfe.. London Printed for Tho. 


Bennet. 1701. imgto. Pag. 78. To which is added an Appendix. 
Pag. 24. 


HE Pablifher: of thefe Papers informs us, That ascom- 
mon Prudence direéts Mea to provide themfelves with 
. Detenfive Arms, tho’'they defire nothing Jefs than an occafion 
to make ufe of them; fo the Lower-Houfe of Convocation, 
thought itneceflary to put themfelves in.a pofture of Defence, 
by drawing up.a Narrative of their Proceedings, tho’ they 
hop’d there’ would be no occafion to Publifh it. But.it feems, 
the Pamphlet intituled, 4 Letter to a Friend in the Country, con- 
cerning the Proceedings of the prefent Convocation ; which madea 
great noife, and intimated asif the Lower-Houfe had behav’d 
themfelves unfeemly towards the Upper, occafioned the Publi- 
cation of this Narrative; elfe this unhappy Controverfie had 
flept, and no notice have been taken of it, till. the next Sefli- 
ons. He farther tells us, That if the Merits of the Caufe were 
only to be confider’d, he fhould have no farther trouble than ta 
refer the Reader to the Lerter and the Narrative; but when he 
‘finds in the former fo many falfities obtruded upon the World, 
and unjuft Pretenfions wrongfully charged upon. both Houfes, 
which very few Readers but the Members themfelves can dif- 
cover; he thinks he fhould fail in his Duty to their Lordhips, 
and the Houfe he has the Honour to ferve in, if he did not up- 
on this occafion take notice of them. Accordingly the Publifher 
in the fequel of his Preface juftifies the Proceedings of the 
Lower Houfe of Convocation, againft what is objected, by, the 
Letter-Writter. But to pafs_over thefe Matters, and to come 
the Narrative it felf. : Ce a | : 
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The fubjec& matter of it relates to this main Queftion, whe- 
ther the Lower-Houfe of Convocation have a Right of Adjour- 
ning themfelves ; or whether this Right be‘lodg’d only and fole- 
ly in his Grace the Arch-bifhop as Prefident of the Convocati- 
on? This Queftion has been the occafion of all the unhappy 
Difference which was between the two Hovfes, and which has 
hinder’d their doing a great deal of weighty Bufinefs which lay 
before them, and which is ftill undetermin’d. ; 

The Narrator tells us, *° That he does not think.it neceflary 
“to relate every thing that was done in the Convocation, as 
“* what Motions were made, and Committees appointed, to ex- 
** amine Books lately Publifh’d againft the Chriftian Religion in. 
** general, or more particularly levell’d againft the Articles of 
“ our own Church; to report Grievances in the Exercife of 
“ Ecclefiaftical Authority : To confider what effe&tual Methods 
“might be found and propos’d to our Superiours, of. Advan- 
“cing and Propagating our Holy Faith in the Plantations abroad, 
“ or fupprefling Immorality and fecuring Piety and good Man-: 
“ners at home; or for any other Convocational Bufinefs which 
“it belongs of Right to the Careof the Lower-Houfe to pre- 
“pare and lay before the Bifhops. For though (as he fays) 
““fych Bufinefs has been very much upon their Thoughts, and: 
““ there has been fome Progrefs made in it, yet-they have not 


“‘ been able to bring any of thefe Things to fuch Perfe@tion, as - 


“they themfelves:defir’d, and the World expected: Having 
“been oblig’d.and forc’d to employ the greateftpart of their 
“time in Defending the Power of the Lower-Houfe of Convo- 
“cation to adjourn it felf; a thing (adds he) that at the firft 
“ View may poflibly feemof little Moment, but if duly confi- 
“der’d, will appear neceflary to fecure all the other Rights and 
“Liberties of the Inferiour Clergy; nay and of the utmoft 
“* Confequence to the Prefervation of the Church it felf. 

He therefore confines himfelf chiefly in this Narrative to.ace 


count for the Proceedings of the Lower-Houfe with refpect to » 


their Right of Adjournment and Prorogation, and relates what 
pafs’d in each Seflion upon that Subjeé&t: Of which we fhallnow 
prefenat our Reader witha fummary View. 


In, the firft Seflion nothing was done, but folemaly opening | 
the Conyocation with Prayers and’ Sermon, and the Choice of a.. 


Prolocutor.. ) 7 
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In the next; according tolifage, the Prolocutor was pre-- 
fented. and .admitted> by ihis'\Grace and his: Siffragans ; aftet 
which the Bifhops retired to’ Jerufalem-Cliumber,: leaving: the In- 
feriour Clergy to Sitand Aé as a diftin® Houfe, in King’ Hemry 
the feventh’s Chappel: But no fooner had they called over their 
Houfe, and were Proceeding’ upon Bufinefs, when the‘Bifhop of 
Pererborough:cameidowa to them and ‘brought with him a Sche- 
dule of Prorogation, which, as:his Graces» Commiflary, he read 
and Sign’d inthe Lower-Houfe.:: This fcem’d-to them:aa Trregu- 
lar and Novel.Method of Adjourning, however to avoid alt 
Difpute with their. Lordfhips, they comply’d with it for the 
prefent, and met the next Seflions, at the Place and Time Ap- 
poiated ia the Schedule. r 

But then ithey Appointed a Committee to infpe& the Convo- 
cation Bouks + and to draw up a Report of what they-found in 
them, relating to Adjouraments and Prorogations: After which 
they were again Adjourned by.a Schedule brought down from 
the Upper-Honfe by their Regifter. 

In the next: Seffions held Feb. 28. inftead of Meeting firft at 
the Yerufalem-Chambe#, they met in their own Houfe 5 and while 
they’ were Proceeding. upon. Bufinefs, the Prolocutor was call’d 
up to the Upper-Honfe, and retura’d with thefe two Queftions 
in Writing. (1.) Whether the Lower-Houfe of Convocation 
did Sit, after they were Prorogued by hisGrace on the 25th day 
of this Inftant Month of Febrxary? (2.) Whether they did meet 
this. Morning without attending in this place (meaning Ferufalem: 
Chamber) where they were Adjourned? Thefe were the:two 
Queftions:it feem’d, which: gave the firft’Rife tothe. Difpute 
between the two Houfes, which being read were refer’d to 
the Confidération of the Committee of Adjournmeats, and the 
Houfe: was again Adjourn d by a Schedule fent down from the 
Arch-bihhop wherein were thefe Words, Inhunc locum vulgo ve- 
cat.) Ferufaleny Camber, ta which the Lower-Houfeadded a Salvo 
Sure. t Wot 1 3 
_ At-the fifth:Seffion, the Committee of Adjournments, who 
Satia the Intervalsof this and the laft Seffions, and Examia’d all 
the Books of Convocation. which were in their Hands, and to 
whom his Grace’s Queftions were referr’d, ht id cheir'Re- 

port 3 whicinavas Readand Agreed to by the Houfe; and Or- 
der’d to be carry’d up totheir Lordfhips as the cai 
| : whole 
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whole Houfe. This —- we beg leave toiafert, and is (ba- 
ting the Marginal Quotations) as follows. 

*% We find that the Common Ufage of this-Houfe has been, 
“* to continue fitting, till the Prolocutor did Prorogue or Ad- 
“ journ orintimate the Adjournmentor Prorogation thereof, ei- 
“ ther perfonally, or by feme Members of this Houfe, theretato 
“ deputed by him; and in both thefe Cafes (as we conceive) 
“¢ with the Confent of thisHoufe, And we alfo find by fome In- 
“¢ ftances that this Houfe did not always Prorogue or Adjourn 
“ to the fame day with the Upper-Houfe. 

“© We find the like Ufage of this Houfe to have been, that 

** when ia the Upper-Honfe the Convocation was proroguec; 
* or adjourn’d by the Words in bwxc Lecum, This Houfe dia 
** meet apart from the fame, at the fame Particular Place where 
“¢ it fat laft.. And, when the Convocation was prorogacd or ad- 
“* journed to fome other Place, ez. St. Pani, or Lamberh, then 
“* alfo this Houfe dig aflemble in a Separate Place, ditt tinly from 
their Lordfhips. 
‘* And further, we find no footfteps of Evidence tocouclude, 
‘** that it was ever the Practice of this Hout, to attend their 
‘“* Lordfhips, before this Houfe did nieet a: nd fit t, purfuant to 
“¢ their former Adjournment. . But when this Houfe hath firft 
* met, and fat, it hath been the conftaat Pralice to attend 
“* their Lordfhips with Bufinefs of their own, at their own Moti- 
‘“¢ on, or when they were called up totheir Lordthips by a Spe- 
“¢ cial Meflenger. 

. For the putiag this:Report into.a Clear Light, our-Auth Or, 
before he proceedsan hus Narration, things fit.to fer farth parti- 
cularly, what the Claims of the Lower Houle of Convocation 
are, and to prove the Juftice of them, bdth by Reafon, and 
from Fa@.. The firft Paragraph of this “Antwer selates,. to 
TAME : the: Second,; and the, begianing, of the , third, ‘to 
PLAGE: ‘to which two coat Heads are Redacible all the 
Rights which. the Lower Houfe had Phen occafion, given to, in- 


fift on. 
Asto TIME,,. the Point in queftionis not, W jet the Tower 


Houfe are bound to:hold aS in their own, :Aoufe t, the 
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572 The Works of the Learnev. 
Upper Houfe is Adjourn’d. (2.) That the Lower Houfe’ may 
Meet, and Sit, and A&, if it fee Canfe, in a time intermediate 
‘between the Seffions of the Upper. For the Proof of thefe At 
fertians,he ufes two forts of Arguments,the one drawn from Rea- 
ion,the other from Precedents, and Matters of Fa&. And firft,the 
‘Narrator tells us, In Reafon it can never be fuppos’d, that a Bo- 
dy of Men, fuch as the Lower Honfe of Convocation, who have 
by the eftablifh’d Couftitution proper BufinefS of their own to 
‘do, and have been Legally fummon’d to have the Oportunity of 
doing it, and are attendant upon it, have not Power to Proceed 
init astheir Occaltonsrequire; until, by Prorogation (properly 
do called) they are difcharg’d from it. Much lefs, adds he, is it 
pollible to Imagine, that They, whofe Bufinefs is generally 
different from that which is tranfa&ted at the fame time in the 
Upper Houfe, whofe Debates are managed net only dn a Room 
apart, and among themfelves, independently from their Lord- 
'fhips, but by greater Numbers, and are therefore incapable of . 
being Commenfurate in Time with the Confultations of the Bi- 
fhops, fhould be under fo abfurda Confinement, as Never to be 
permitted to enter upon Bufinefs without firft attending on their 
‘Lordfhips fitting, and to be always bound to break* up immedi- 
ately upon Notice of their Lordfhip’s Rifing, without any Re- 
gard to be Importance of the Bufinefs then before them, or the 
rogrefs they have made in it, and without any Liberty to meet 
‘aud finifh it in an intermediate time. After this Argument he 
{ets down the Precedents or Matters of Fact, whereby it appears 
tliat the’ Lower Houfe in former times, did adjourn themfelves to 
a time intermediate between the Seffions of the Upper. 

‘As toP LACE, the Narrator in order to fet this Matter ina 
clear Light tells us, that they deny not but whatfoever general 
Place (as St. Pauls or Weftminfter) the prefens Convocatio \s 
adjourii’d, the whole Body may.be obliged to hold a Seffion in 
that place at the Time appointed. Nor do their Lordfhips deny 
that in every fuch General place, there ought to be affign’d two 
particular Places or diftin& Rooms, for the Seperate Meeting 
and fitting of the two Houfes. But that their Lordfhips pretend 
moreover, that the Lower eal are of ordinary Courfe firft to 
wait on them in the Upper Houfe, before they go to fit in their 
Own : andthis pretence our Author oppofes, as a thing that has 
neither Reafon nor Precedent to fupport iti “But to leave the 


Confideration of this mattey to the Reader’s own a eaten 
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fhall now proceed toa farther account of the remaining Seflions. 
In the fixth, feventh, Eighth and Ninth Seffions nothing of 
moment was tranfacted, only ia the Eighth Seflions the Words 
vulgo vocat. Jerufalem Chamber were left out of the Schedule of Ad- 
journment, and never after us’d, and notice was given th® their 
Lordfhips would within a few days fend down their Reply to the 

Reportof the Lower Houfe. 

Accordingly in the Tenth Seflion the Reply was deliver’d in 
writing by his Grace to the Prolocutor, which notwithftanding 
the great and unexpected Length of it was read in the Lower 
Houfe the fame day, and referr’d to the Committee of Adjourn- 
ments. The Narrator upon this Account informs us, That it 
cannot be expected that he fhould here infert a Copy of their 
Lordfhips Papers which* make up many Sheets ; much lefs a di- 
ftiné& and full Examination of ’em Paragraph by Paragraph, 
which would take up above as many more, But fince the Rea- 
der (ashe fays) may poflibly be curious to know at leaft the 
Subftance of what is contain’d in this Reply, and the fenfe of the 
Lower Houfe upon it, he tries to give him fome Satisfaction, 
with the utmoft Fidelity, and as briefly as the thing will bear. 

Inthe Eleventh Seflion the Committee to whom thé Lords Pa- 
pers were referr’d, having brought in their Report it was deba- 
ted point by point by the Houfe : and while they were upon the 
firft part of it, the Prolocutor wascall’dup; and returning with 
a Schedule of Adjournment in his hand, put it to the Houfe, * 
‘* Whether, notwithftanding that Paper, importing an Ad- 
“ journment, they thought fit to go on in the Bafinefs they were 
“* about ? which Qneftion was carry’d in the Affirmative, and 
they proceeded to examine DiftinAly the feveral Refolutions 
contain’d in the Report. 

. Inthe twelfth Seflion held AZzr.31. A Committee met todebate 
the Queftion at large, whether the Lower Houfe have Power to 
adjourn it felf? which was carry’d in the Affirmative by a great 
Majority, and afterwards reported and agreed to by the Lower 
houfe, andthe Refolution of the former Committee, that They 
faw no Reafon to recede from their Report, was agreed to by 
the Houfe, and that the Prolocutor attended by fome Members, 
fhould acquaint his Graceand his Brethren therewith, and in or- 
der to a Regular and f{peedy. Determination of the Matters in 
‘Difpute, defire a Conference with their Lordfhips. . * ayy 
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_ This, Meflage was-not-reseiv’d, becaufenotideliver’d in Writ- 
ing ;>therefore.at the Thirteenth Seflion, the Pralocutor carry’d 
up the Anfwer of the Lowen Houfeoin) Writing ;-which-his 
Grace receiv’d and faid that he and his Brethren would confGder 
of it ; aad then gave the Prolocutor aSchedule,of Adjournment, 

In the Fourteenth Seffion the Lower Houferenew’d their Ap- 
plications for a Conference with their Lordthips, but the Meflage 
was rejected because not brought up by. the. Prolocutor,, and af- 
ter it wascarry’d up by him,; his Grace «was pleas’d to call Up 
their whole Houfe, and to caufe to be read in their Prefence a 
Paper by way of. Anfwer.to their, Repeated Supplications for a 
Conference; wherein: he alfo tax’d them,with fome few other 
things that the Lower Houfe-had done,-which his Grace and their 
Lordthips:pleas’d to fay ,wene- Ireegular; aad then the: Prefens 
Convocatio was Adjourn’d to the 8th of Aday. 

This Adjournment occafion’d Heats ia the Lower-Houfe, who 
could not look upon it as Regular, and therefore had three feve- 
ral Intermediate Meetings before the Day appointed by the Arch- 
bifhop. Inoneof thefe Intermediate Seflions, they Appointed a 
Committee to draw up an Account of theProceedings of theLower- 
Houfe,. as far as they relate;to the Difpute about Adjournments, 
together with. the Reafonsjof ‘them’ for the Satisfaction of the 
Clergy of this Province. But thefe Affairs, with what follows 
of the TranfaGions of the fucceeding Seffions till the Convoca- 
tion was’ Prorogu’d by the King’s Writ, we muft leave to the 
IDetermination of the, Candid and, Learned ol pe: not 
599m to Acrayas for thefe, things ut our Jonresh 
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Within affort’time ‘will be Publifh'd ‘the fecond Volume of 


the Hiftory de Anviliinf as ee ate 
pee A ar ee Seen: 
Cora twaGen, Mri Steenbook hagfometime fince Pubjifh’d 
feveral’ Philofophical: Difcourfes about! the Dah Tranflation ot 
the Bible. Mr. Sohn Bircherod' has made a Difcourfe concerning 
pet Antiquities: And Dr. 4afims has put out Hermanni Zocftii 
ria-Opufcwla Thealagica, Viz De Ecclefiaftica Poteft ace <x Papalig 
De! fenrentiis Definitivis: in Conciliis Gener alibus: t' Calendarinnn. Ales 
brenm. Thefe Treatifes are publifh’d out of the Library of AZar- 
guard Gudeg, andthe Author thereof lived in the time of the 
Council at Conftaace. : 

OXFORD. | , 

Reparations are mate here for Printing a very Fine Editio 
of Robert Stephens’s Latin Thefaurus, containing not only'al! 
Printed at Lyons, but a great many very, ufeful Additions -are 
made toit; making in ail four Volumes in Folio; It. will be 
Printed: with great Correctne/s, and upoh avery good Letter and 
Paper : Propofals for Subferiptions, and a Specimen of the Per- 


formance will be Publifhed id afew Days. | 


V hay : 
Propofals are-Publifh'd for. Printing, it the Theatre, the Works 
of Dionyfiis Halicarndffeus, with eny. great Improvementsjcim 
two Volumesiin Foho, Greek and Latin, put out by ‘Sohn Hudfon 
D. D. Keeper of the Bodleian Library, and the Chronology. is 
added by the Learned. Hewry, Dodwell. .* : sega 
Likewife Propofals Gy Prlating here.a. Greek Tefament-ina 
large Letter, in Folio, with-Greck. Sdolia upon (the»whole, ‘Gol- 
lected from the Farbers; &c. by the late Learned’ Mirch: Dexpon 
Gregory; Reviewed and Recommended’ to the Learned, ‘by Dr. 
Fane Dean of Gloucefer, Dr. Aldrich Dean of Chrift-Chyrch, Dp. 
Sherlock Dean of St. Pauls, Dr. Cave, Dre Lancafters Dr. Alfons; 
Dr. Atterbury and’Mr.Dake. ; The dNames.of;all the Authors 
are put as they.occurin the Scholia, titi 
-: Note; that part.of both thefe Books.are already, Printdd, and 
they will be Rublifh’d with al) poflible Expeditions. «© 
Thofe Gentlemen who are‘willing to Encourage thefeWorks, are de- 
fired to fend in their Subfcriptions (being only. 5s, to each) with their 
Na baal Catalogs ashe wie added ta ts Beaks) tezbe 
Wadertaker Thomas Bennet at the Half-Moon\in St.PanlseGharch- 
Yard: bondon;:or-rhey way be Tranfmitred to himby the Hands! of 
nioft Book feleri Wa England and Ireland! oe cue 
2. eaters. ~¢ Books 
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he Corks of the Lz xn xp, 


Books Printed this: Month and not wbridg'd,._ 


g &. E Prefent State of Jacobitifn 
Contider’d, in two Querys. 4. 
What, Meafures the French King wit) 


take, with refpeét to the Perfon and® 


~ ‘Title of the pretended Prince of Vales. 
2. What the. Jacobites in England 
ought to do on the fame Account. | 


A Sermon Preach’d ac VVbite- Hall, 


before ‘their Excelléncies thé Lords 
Juftices of England; Upon Sunday Ful 

ie 28 1701, ‘By Richard VVillis 
D. Ds ) 

Remarks by Way of AnfWer, Para- 
graph by Paragraph, to the Pigture of 
a Modera Whig. | 

Tom Of Bedl&@ay ora Poem writ! by 
a Mad Anthor ;.retletting on the Mad- 
nefs of me. Perfons,who make all Peo- 
ple Mad; that have any thing to-do 
with them. : 

Fura Populi Anglicani, or the Sub- 
jects right of Petitioning, Sc. Anfwe- 
red Paragraph by Paragtaph. 

The feveral Proceedings andRefolu- 
tions of the’ Houfe of Comntons3 in 
relation to the Bill for Taking, Exa- 


mining and Stateing the Publick Ac- | 


counts of. the Kingdoms, together 
with the Copy of theBill. » |. 
A Sermon. for the Reformation of 


Manners, Preach’d at the Affizes, in 


March ¥4, tow By Mt. HeynsM. A. 
Minifter ot VVrox.l in VVarwick{bire. 

A Sermon. againft Drunkennefs, 
Preach’d at the Affizes in Bedford, Aug. 
the Sth. 1700. By M. Heyns, M.A. 
Minifter of Wroxal in VVarwickpire. 

The CO N 


Be Iffoire de 14. Medecine : or’ 


g's ‘@ farther Acconnt of the 
Aiftory of Phyfick.> ’ gI5 
C. The .Memoirs of M. d° Artagnan, 
‘Gapteie Lente ven 0 pi fot Com: 
| pany of the King’s Mufquetéers. 
Cl. The beat! ) ie Henry 
. ide: Devénter; or of P 


_fured lately by the Bifbop of Bayeux. 42 
CHI. Nye‘ s hae of the Doérine of 

Of she Holy Trinity, &c. 545 
CIV.. Mr. Smith's Account of the Na- 


» in amitat 
. A-Rod for the Tunbridge Beats, 


tke $4 y 
CIT, . Caily‘s\ \Propofitions, concerning. 


* Franfublitantiation, which were cen-" 


Dialogues of the Eiving and-Dea 
ion of Lucian sak the ea 


bundled tp at the Requeft of the Tun. 
bridge Ladies, to jerk Fools into more 
Wit, and Clowns into more Manners, 
_A Burle/qr2 Poem. 
_ A NMindication of the Rights and 
Prerogatives of the Right Honoura. 
blethe Houfe of Lords, wherein a late 
difcourte entituled,a Vind ication of the 
Righes of. the Commons of England ig 
coniidered: ~ eos 

‘The Scaffold lately. eretted’ in Ve /? 
minftér-Hal. A Poein. 

A’ Satyr on the: Keitifl-men, and 
7-te,the Poet. ' 

A Sermon Preach’d at Sc. Paul's, 


“Sept. 16 1701. being che Sixth for the 


Year 1701. of the Leéture founded ~ 
by the Honourable Robert. Boyle Efq; 
By George StambopeD.D. — 

A. Dialogue between the City of 


. London and Pare, in relation to the 


prefent pofture of Affairs.‘ 

The Hiftory of the Kentifh Petiti- 
on, anfwered Paragraph by Paragraph. 
- The Generous Mufe, a Funeral 
Poem, in. Memory of his late Maje- 
fty K. fames. 

The Triumphs of the Great L—d 
Sa + 

Mc. Pafcballs Letter to a Friend in 
the Country; ftateing the.Cafe of Mr. 
Parkbuff and himfelf; together with the . 
reft of the Principal Commiffioners for 
Prizes. 


TENET SR ostouk. 


ture and Guilt of Schifm. ~~ $50 
“CV. Mr. Burfcough‘s Vindication of 

his Difeourfe of Schifm. °°" . $55 
CVI. Brudit2 Pronunciationis C 
oan Indices» . a. if e 

II. Mr. Dodwell’s Differtations 
°* Gréeks and Roitiansl \.) 
\CVITL. A Natnative-opit 
relating to Prorogations and 
ments . 


CIX The State of Learning. — 
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